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Congressional Boxscore 
MAJOR LEGISLATION IN 84th CONGRESS 


As of April 13, 1956 





BILL 


HOUSE 


SENATE 


SIGNED 





ELECTORAL COLLEGE REFORM 39° 


Reported 
5-19-55 


Rejected 
3-27-56 





FOREIGN AID PROGRAM 





ALASKAN STATEHOOD 
HAWAIIAN STATEHOOD 


(HR 2535) 


Reported 
3-3-55 


Rejected 
5-10-55 








OMNIBUS FARM BILL 


(HR 12) 


Reported 
3-10-55 


Passed 


5-5-55 


Reported 
2-10-56 





HEALTH 





HIGHWAY PROGRAM 


(HR 7474) 
(S 1048) 


Reported 
7-21-55 


Rejected 
7-27-55 


Reported 
5-13-55 





FRYINGPAN-ARKAN SAS 


(HR 412) 
(S 300) 


Reported 
2-7-56 


Reported 
4-28-55 





UPPER COLORADO 


(S$ 500) 


Reported 
7-8-55 


Passed 


3-1-56 


Reported 
3-30-55 





SOCIAL SECURITY 


(HR 7225) 


Reported 
7-14-55 


Passed 


7-18-55 





SCHOOL CONSTRUCTION 


(HR 7535) 


Reported 
7-28-55 





SUGAR ACT EXTENSION 


(HR 7030) 


Reported 
7-22-55 


Passed 


7-30-55 


Reported 
1-26-56 





CAMPAIGN SPENDING 


(S 636) 


Reported 
6-22-55 





NATURAL GAS 


(HR 6645) 
(S 1853) 


Reported 
6-28-55 


Passed 


7-28-55 


Reported 
7-28-55 


Vetoed 
2-17-56 





HELLS CANYON 


(HR 4719) 
(S 1333) 





OTC MEMBERSHIP 


(HR 5550) 





HOUSING 





BRICKER AMENDMENT 


(SJ Res 1) 





DEPRESSED AREAS 





IMMIGRATION 





DISASTER INSURANCE 





EXCISE, CORPORATION TAXES Sif, 


Passed 


3-16-56 


Reported 
3-23-56 





POSTAL RATE INCREASES 




















APPROPRIATIONS -- President has signed Treasury-Post Office Appropriation bill . 
House has passed Interior, Executive Offices, Labor-HEW, Independent Offices and 


District of Columbia Appropriation bills. 
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On Marginal Districts 














DISTRICTS DEMOCRATS COULD GAIN IN 1956 


In order to win control of the House of Representa- 
tives in November, Republicans must score a net gain of 
15 seats. Congressional Quarterly’s study of 31 marginal 
Democratic districts showed the GOP’s chances were best 
in 20 of these (Weekly Report, p. 296). However, Re- 
publicans must contend with the possible loss of some 
GOP seats, adding to the gross number of Democratic 
seats they would have towininorderto establish control. 
Where is the possibility of Republican losses greatest? 


Marginal GOP Districts 


Of the 203 Republicans elected to the House in 1954, 
63 won their seats by 55 percent of the vote or less. The 
63 districts represented are scattered through 29 states, 
with 40 concentrated in 10 states, 20 in seven midwestern 
states. For purposes of this analysis, the 63 districts 
have been divided arbitrarily into four groups according 
to the relative changes that occurred in the GOP share 
of the vote between 1952 and 1954. 


In Group I are 11 districts in which, contrary to the 
national trend, the Republican share of the vote increased 
between 1952 and 1954. In Group II are 15 districts won 
by Republicans in 1952 by 55 percent or less, and held 
in 1954 by a narrower percentage. In Group III are 23 
districts won in 1952 byfrom55to60 percent of the vote, 
and held in 1954 by lessthan55 percent. In Group IV are 
14 districts won by more than 60 percent in 1952, and held 
in 1954 by less than 55 percent. 


Group | 


In five of these 11 districts, in which the GOP share 
of the vote increased, Republicans captured Democratic 
seats in 1954 -- California Sixth, Florida First, Kansas 
First, Ohio 15th, and Texas Fifth. The GOP share in- 
creased, on the average, from 49 percent in 1952 (when 
Eisenhower averaged 59.8 percent) to 53 percent in 1954. 
Although the actual Republican vote was higher in 1954 in 
three districts (Nevada At Large, Ohio 15th, and Texas 
Fifth, where no Republican was entered in 1952), the total 
GOP vote in these 11 district:: fell 14.9 percent under 
1952. But the total Democratic vote was off 25.1 percent. 


Group Il 


These 15 districts, marginal Republican in 1952 when 
GOP candidates averaged 53.5 percent of the vote (and 
Eisenhower 55.1 percent), became more marginal in 1954 
when Republicans averaged 51.6 percent of the vote. Total 
Republican vote was off 22.6 percent in 1954, that of 
Democrats only 13.8 percent. Three of these 15 dis- 
tricts last elected Democrats in 1950, two in 1948, and 
six in 1944 or earlier. Eleven of the 15 districts are in 
five eastern states -- Connecticut, Massachusetts, New 
Jersey, New York and Pennsylvania. 


Group Ill 


The Republican share of the vote in these 23 districts 
dropped from 57.5 percent in 1952 (when Eisenhower 
averaged 58.9 percent) to 52.8 percent in 1954. In five 
of the 23, theGOP candidate in 1952 had received a larger 
share of the Congressional vote than Eisenhower of the 
Presidential vote. Eight of the 23 last elected Democrats 
in 1948, 10 others in 1940 or earlier. Total vote in 1954 
dropped off 28.5 percent forthe Republicans, 13.2 percent 
for the Democrats. In twodistricts -- Indiana Ninth, Pen- 
sylvania Eighth -- the Democratic turnout was higher. 


Group IV 


These 14 districts showed the sharpest falloff for 
the Republicans in 1954. Their shareofthe vote dropped 
from 62.2 percent in 1952 (when Eisenhower averaged 
62.8 percent) to 53.0 percent in 1954. Excluding the vote 
in two California districts (Seventh, llth) where GOP 
candidates ran with Democratic endorsement in 1952, the 
total Republican vote in the other 12 districts dropped 
32.1 percent in 1954, that of Democrats only 1.5 percent. 
Democrats received substantially more votes in 1954 than 
in 1952 in four districts -- Maine First and Second, 
Minnesota Seventh, and Montana Second. In 1952, GOP 
candidates had bettered Eisenhower’s percentage in nine 
of the 14 districts, including the two in California. With 
the exception of the Utah First, which elected a Democrat 
in 1950, only twoothers had elected Democrats as recent- 
ly as 1944. 


Outlock for1956 


The table recapitulates, for each group, the percent- 
age decline in total GOP and Democratic vote in 1954, 
the percentage change in the Republican shareof the 
vote in 1954 and Eisenhower’s share in 1952. 
GoP% 


Vote Decline Eisenhower 


GOP Dem. Change Share 


Group I 14.9%, 25.14 +4.09, 59.8% 
Group Il 22.6 13.8 -1.9 55.1 
Group III 28.5 13.2 -4.7 58.9 
Group IV 32.1 1.5 -9.2 62.8 


As a practical matter, the 14 Republican Represen- 
tatives who won in 1954 with less than 51 percent of the 
vote would seem, as a group, the most vulnerable of the 
63. But the foregoing analysis suggests that Republican 
strength may be increasing in the 11 districts in Group 
I, while it is falling most sharply in the 14 districts in 
Group IV, where more than half of the GOP candidates 
did better than Eisenhower in 1952 and where the Demo- 
cratic turnout in 1954 declined, on the average, only 
slightly. It may also be of some significance that, so far, 
six of the 63 GOP incumbents have announced their inten- 
tion of retiring in 1956. 
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On U.S. Voting 
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BOTH PARTIES SEE LARGE VOTE HELPFUL 


With another election in the offing, citizens’ groups 
and political parties are beginning the traditional effort 
to get out the vote. Attention has been focused on these 
questions: 


@ How many Americans vote? 
@ What can be done to increase the size of the vote? 


Size of the Vote 


The American vote has been growing in recent years, 
along with the growth of the country. But the United 
States still lags behind other democracies in the propor- 
tion of eligible voters who vote. 

Voting participation in the U.S, hit a peak in 1952, 
when an estimated 63 percent of the eligible voters cast 
ballots. But in the past 10 years elections in other demo- 
cracies have drawn much higher percentages of the 
potential voters: Italy, 92 percent; the Netherlands, 87 
percent; Great Britain, 83 percent; Sweden, 83 percent; 
Norway, 82 percent; Denmark; 82 percent; France, 76 
percent; Finland, 75 percent; Canada, 74 percent. 

Three major factors contribute to the relatively 
small vote in the United States: 


Millions of persons are barred or discouraged from 
voting. Aliens, convicts and the insane are forbidden 
by law to vote. Residence requirements disqualify some 
voters at each election and poll taxes (in Alabama, 
Arkansas, Mississippi, Texas and Virginia) discourage 
others. Residents of the District of Columbia are vote- 
less. Negroes are discouraged from voting insome parts 
of the South. Potential voters may have jobs they cannot 
leave on election day, or they may be absent from their 
home precinct. Members of the armed forces can obtain 
absentee ballots from their home states only with some 
difficulty. 

There are millions of voluntary non-voters. They are 
unwilling to make the effort to register and vote. Many 
feel one vote will not make any difference to the ultimate 
outcome. Others are discouraged from voting by their 
lack of information about the rival candidates or parties. 
In this connection, it is notable that about four million 
persons who voted in the 1952 Presidential election did 
not bother to vote for a candidate for Congress on the 
same ballot. 

In parts of the country, particularly the South, there 
may be no opposition candidate, or only token opposition, 
in the general election. Voter turnouts in the one-party 
states are often heavier in the primary election than in 
the general election. 


Vote Increases 


Despite this poor record in comparison with other 
democracies, U.S, voting participation has hit new peaks 
in the past two elections. The 61.5 million vote in the 
Presidential campaign of 1952 was a record high. It fell 
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off to 42.6 million in 1954, but that still was a record for 
a non-Presidential year. 

The size of the potential vote grew from 96.8 million 
persons in 1950 to 100.2 million in 1954. The size of the 
registered vote rose from 69.6 million in 1950 to 76.3 
million in 1952, then dropped slightly to 74.1 million in 
1954. 

In 1950, 41.8 percent of the potential voters and 58.1 
percent of the registered voters cast ballots forthe House 
of Representatives. 

In 1952, 63 percent of the potential voters and 80.1 
percent of the registered voters cast ballots for President. 
In the same year, 58.8 percent ofthe potential voters and 
75.5 percent of the registered voters decided House 
contests. 

In 1954, the comparable figures in voting for the 
House were 42.5 percent of the potential voters and 57.4 
percent of the eligible voters. 

(For detailed comparison of the votes, see charts on 
Pages 4, 5 and 6) 


State Figures 


Voting participation varied widely through the 48 
states in 1954. Highest percentages of potential and regis- 
tered voters cast ballots in Idaho and Delaware. The 
lowest turnouts were in Mississippi and Tennessee. (See 
box, p. 2) 

Congressional Quarterly has kept figures on voting 
participation in the past three national elections. Taking 
into account the share of potential voters and registered 
voters who cast ballots for President, Senator and Repre- 
sentative in 1950, 1952 and 1954, CQ rates the states this 
way: 

® High -- Utah has the best record for consistently 
high turnouts. Otherhigh scorers are Connecticut, Dela- 
ware, Rhode Island, Idaho, South Dakota, New York and 
Michigan. 

Low -- Mississippi is the state with the lowest 
average turnout. Other low scorers are South Carolina, 
Georgia, Louisiana, Alabama, Tennessee, Florida, Texas 
and Virginia. 


Political Significance 


Political commentators divide on the political signi- 
ficance of the sizeof the vote. For years, it was assumed 
that the larger the vote, the better for the Democrats. 
This belief was based on the pattern of national elections 
during the New Deal and Fair Deal. Generally speaking, 
the Republicans gained in non-P residential elections, with 
their relatively small turnouts, and the Democrats staged 
comebacks with the big vote of Presidential years. During 
this period public opinion polls indicated the majority of 
non-voters considered themselves Democrats. 

The belief that a large vote meant a Democratic 
victory was dealt a hard blow by the 1952 election. The 
table shows why: 
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VOTE FOR HOUSE ('50, '52) 
(in Millions ) 
GOP Dems. Total 


1950 19.7 19.8 39.5 
1952 28.4 28.3 56.7 
Diff. +8.7 +8.5 +17.2 


VOTE FOR HOUSE ('50) AND PRESIDENT ('52) 
(In Millions) 


Dems. Total 


1950 , 19.8 39.5 
1952 é 27.3 61.1 
Diff. : +7.5 + 21.6 


Republican strategists interpret these figures as 
Showing Mr. Eisenhower as the main beneficiary of the 
large 1952 vote. While some 1950 Democrats switched 
sides in 1952, the GOP says, at least 11 million votes in 
the 14.1 million-vote increase registered by the Republic- 
ans were furnished by persons who had not voted in 1950. 
Republicans say Mr. Eisenhower led Adlai E. Stevenson 
by a 3-1 margin among 1952’s new voters. 

No such change was seen in the 1952 Congressional 
vote because it was four million votes under the Presi- 
dential total and there were no Republican candidates for 
Congress in many southern districts carried by the 
President 

Republicans say the 1954 House vote confirmed them 
as the beneficiaries of a large turnout. The figures: 


VOTE FOR HOUSE ('52, '54) 
(In Millions) 


GOP Dems. Total 


1952 F 28.3 56.7 
1954 20. 22.2 42.2 
Diff. - 8. - 6.1 - 14.5 


VOTE FOR HOUSE ('54), PRESIDENT ('52) 


(In Millions ) 


GOP Dems. Total 


1952 33.8 27.3 61.1 
1954 20.0 22.2 42.2 
Diff. - 13.8 - 5.1 - 18.9 


To the Republican strategists, this means the party 
lost control of Congress in 1954, not because the general 
public changed its mind, but because voters failed to turn 
out in numbers to bring the GOP victory. 

Democrats disagree with this interpretation. They 
say the 1954 vote indicates Democrats again are in the 
majority -- a view they say is substantiated by public 
opinion polls -- and the bigger the vote, the bigger the 
Democratic victory will be. The Democrats ignore 1952, 
which they regard as a ‘‘freak’’ election, and compare the 
1950 and 1954 returns: 


U.S. Voting - 2 








State Percentages 


High- and low-scoring states in 1954 balloting for 
the House and Senate, Column | shows the percentage 
of potential voters voting, Column 2 the percentage of 
registered voters voting: 


HIGH-SCORING STATES FOR HOUSE 


Column 1 Column 2 
Idaho vi Del. 
Utah . Utah 
Conn. , Conn. 
Del, : N.Y. 
R.1. > Idaho 
Wyo. f Mont. 


LOW-SCORING STATES FOR HOUSE 


Column 1 Column 2 
Miss. , Miss. 
Texas ; Tenn, 
La, f Fla. 

Fla. - La. 
Ala. . Ga. 
Ga. ; S.C. 


HIGH-SCORING STATES FOR SENATE 


Column 1 Column 2 
Idaho 64.3% Del. 
Del. 62.7 Mont. 
Wyo. 62.4 Idaho 
R.L 62.2 Wyo. 
Mont. 60.2 RL. 
Minn. 59.4 Mass., S.D. 


LOW-SCORING STATES FOR SENATE 


Column 1 Column 2 
“Miss. 9%, “Tenn. 
Tenn. a Miss. 
La. me La. 
Texas J Ga, 
Va. : Texas 
Ga. J N.C, 








VOTE FOR HOUSE ('50, '54) 


(In Millions) 


GOP 


1950 19.7 y 3 
1954 20.0 y » 4 
Diff. +.3 +2, + 


9. 
od 
2. 


Democrats say their ability to capture so high a 
percentage of the increased vote indicates their stake in 
a big turnout in 1956. 

A significant point is that both parties are going into 
the 1956 campaign with the belief a big vote will serve 
their interests. Both plan major efforts to get out the 
vote. 
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U.S. Voting -3 


Parties’ Plans 


REPUBLICANS 


Basic Republican strategy was laid down in the 
summer of 1952 in a detailed but still confidential blue- 
print for the campaign. Wayne J. Hood of Wisconsin, 
one of the authors of the plan, revealed some of its 
principles in a speech Jan, 17, 1953: 

‘‘The Republicans, recognizing the need for addi- 
tional votes, had for several campaigns (prior to 1952) 
directed their appeal at the so-called independent or 
liberal vote. The plan (for 1952) proposed a new approach, 
directed at people who had not taken the trouble to vote 
in years past.... The stay-at-homes out-number the 
independents by approximately 45 million to an estimated 
three or four million.... I think the basic correctness 
of this strategy can be determined from the results.’’ 

Robert Humphreys, campaign director of the Repub- 
lican National Committee, told CQ his party again would 
place its hopes on a big vote. ‘‘Our get-out-the-vote 
drive will be somewhat selective,’’ he said, ‘‘but basically 
we are relying on the belief that of any 100 voters who 
come to the polls, the majority will favor Mr. Eisenhower 
and the Republican ticket.’’ Humphreys said the Repub- 
licans had the same strategy in 1954 but ‘‘we failed to 
produce the big vote.’ The reasons: 

‘‘We had growing pains. We weren’t used to being 
in power. And we didn’t have the magical patronage 
that used to go with control of the Presidency. 

‘*There was some dissension within the party. 

‘‘Most important, there was too much lethargy in 
the country and we couldn’t shake it. People were doing 
pretty well, and when that is the case, they don’t vote in 
great numbers. The only places you had big votes in 
1954 were in the areas of local unemployment, and that 
didn’t help us.”’ 

As Humphreys sees it, the Republican task in 1956 
is to motivate a big vote in the ‘‘large portions of the 
country that are well off’’ to counteract any possible 
uprising in farm areas or other sections ‘‘that are not 
sharing the general prosperity.’’ He thinks it will be 
difficult to equal the 1952 vote. But Republicans are 
planning a major effort in that direction. Most of the 
moves are in the future, but three already have been set 
in motion: 

1 -- President Eisenhower’s decision to seek re- 
election was, Humphreys says, a great boost to ‘‘organi- 
zation enthusiasm,’’ key to turning out a large vote. 

2 -- Pledges have been given to carry out ‘‘The 
Republican recruit program,’’ which calls on every GOP 
precinct captain to select an alternate or apprentice, 
between 21 and 30 years of age, and thereby double the 
size of the Republican working force for precinct 
registration and get-out-the-vote Campaigns. 

3 -- Republican women, organized as ‘‘Polltakers of 
America,’’ have developed a technique of canvassing a 
precinct. They take surveys on current affairs, which, 
according to Humphreys, not only keep the party informed 
on trends in public opinion, but enable the women to 
identify persons in their own precincts who have Re- 
publican leanings. 


DEMOCRATS 


Encouraged by their success in Congressional, state 
and local elections since 1952, Democrats have em- 


phasized development of precinct organization in prepara- 
tion for the 1956 contest. Ali divisions of the National 
Committee have been involved in this effort. Spokesmen 
told CQ they feel the party is as strong organizationally, 
in individual states and communities, as iteverhas been. 
One leader said, ‘‘We’ve got people working in towns we 
didn’t even know existed four years ago.’’ 

In August, 1955, Democratic Chairman Paul Butler 
named a 28-member advisory committee on political 
organization, representing all sections of the party and 
areas of the country. The committee, whose chairman 
is Neil Staebler, Michigan Democratic leader, has met 
several times and submitted two sets of recommendations 
to Butler. To date, only one suggestion from this com- 
mittee has become a matter of party policy. A ‘‘division 
of absentee voting’’ has been set up inthe National Com- 
mittee, with Rep. John W. McCormack (D Mass.) as its 
head. Butler said the appointment ‘‘reflects the growing 
awareness within the Democratic party of the vital role 
which the absentee vote will play in the 1956 election.’’ 
He estimated the potential absentee vote at three million 
--largelyservicemen, federal civil servants and their 
families. 


American Heritage Foundation 


The American Heritage Foundation, in collaboration 
with the Advertising Council, has begun a massive ‘‘Na- 
tional Non-Partisan Register and Vote Campaign’’ similar 
to the one it sponsored in 1952. More than 100 organiza- 
tions -- twice the 1952 number -- have signed as partici- 
pants in the drive. The campaign has three phases: 

1 -- Already begun, aims at ‘‘stimulating early reg- 
istration and voting in the primary elections.’’ The 
slogan: ‘‘Is your name in the book?’’ 

2 -- ‘‘Encouraging the voter to become informed on 
the candidates and issues, during summer and early fall.”’ 
Slogan: ‘‘Vote -- but don’t vote in the dark.”’ 

3 -- ‘‘Picking up late registrations and getting out the 
vote with an all-out campaign right up to November 6.’’ 
Slogan: ‘‘See you at the polls!”’ 

The campaign includes a national advertising pro- 
gram, using all mass communication media; a non-par- 
tisan community action program by membership organi- 
zations, companies and working committees; and a pro- 
gram of awards presented by the American Heritage 
Foundation for good work in the campaign. 


Other Groups 


Labor -- The 1956 campaign is the first major test 
of the political potency of the merged labor movement. 
The Committee on Political Education (COPE), successor 
to the CIO Political Action Committee and the AFL Labor 
League for Political Education, has given high priority 
to its register-and-vote campaign. Material being sent 
to state and local offices of COPE urges unions to be 
sure every worker on the union rolls is registered to 
vote. Special attention also is being paid to the labor 
men’s families, a COPE spokesman said. 


League of Women Voters -- To conduct its usual 
drive for an informed vote and a big vote. League chap- 
ters publicize registration deadlines, conduct candidates’ 
meetings to acquaint voters with nominees and issues, 
demonstrate voting machines and participate in com- 
munity drives to increase the size of the vote. 
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U.S. Voting - 4 


Chart | 


How Many Voted 


NUMBER OF VOTES CAST FOR NOMINEES FOR PRESIDENCY, SENATE, HOUSE IN YEARS SHOWN 





1954 1954 1952 1952 1952 1950 
Senate House President Senate House Senate 
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 


314,458 279,789 426,120 827 164,011 152,192 
223,402 260 ,570 257,401 185,092 177 ,667 

291,058 280 , 264 404 , 800 302,686 295,802 
3,873,281 5,141,849 4,542,440 3,686,315 3,358,642 

484, 188 480 ,084 630, 103 450, 166 442,892 
935,744 1,096,911 1,093,467 862,699 860 ,762 

144,900 144,236 174,025 170,705 129,404 
326 , 287 989 , 337 617,800 313,215 253 ,049 

333,936 350,171 655,803 261,290 253, 108 
226 , 408 226,012 276,231 201,417 200 ,084 
3,368,021 3,257,721 4,481,058 3,622,673 3,509 ,836 
1,586,631 1,955,325 1,946,118 1,598,724 1,587,298 

847,355 817,253 1,268,773 858,523 819,959 
618,063 614,989 89%, 166 619,104 606 ,746 
797 ,057 668, 488 993, 148 960 , 228 617,113 488,614 
207,115 216,323 651,952 251,838 227,075 
246 ,605 241,443 351,786 237,164 237 ,632 
638,875 902,074 856,193 615,614 572,937 

1,892,710 1,782,722 2,383,398 2,360,425 1,947,071 
2,144,840 2,133,390 2,798,592 2,821,133 2,771,937 1,804,678 
1,138,952 1,131,492 1,379,483 1,387,419 1,388, 188 1,018, 267 
105,526 99, 342 285 ,532 233,919 240 ,752 87,756 
1,184,813 1,892,062 1,868,099 1,861,436 1,279,414 1,250, 150 

227,454 224,587 265 ,037 262,297 256 ,066 210 ,527 
418,691 406 , 692 609 , 660 591,749 566 , 283 436 ,330 
77 ,639 82,190 81,090 80 , 595 61,762 60 ,328 

194,536 191,818 272,950 257 ,669 189,558 185,247 
1,770,554 1,786,853 2,419,554 2,318,232 2,315,577 1,571,263 
194,422 188,862 238 ,608 239,711 233,774 173,138 
4,999,878 7,128,241 6,980, 259 6,910,400 5,473,048 5,051,897 

619,634 604,179 1,210,910 1,122,251 548,276 522,200 
188,934 270,127 237,995 231,096 186,716 181 ,369 

2,498,837 3,700,758 3,442,291 3,382, 285 2,860, 102 2,766,706 

600, 120 545,789 948,984 933, 336 631,177 607 ,786 
569 ,088 564,494 695,059 666 ,092 503,455 499 ,489 
3,695,910 4,580,717 4,519,423 4,517,725 3,548,642 3,511,889 

325,755 323, 154 414,498 410,978 407 , 289 297,909 293,400 
213,335 341 ,087 283,852 50,458 50,381 

227,209 232, 167 294,283 287,475 251,362 248 ,426 
235,745 344,797 892,553 735,219 700 , 395 262 ,608 
636,475 622,763 2,075,946 1,895,192 1,719,386 360 ,442 
263,031 329,554 327,033 326 ,823 264,440 263 ,847 

114,289 153,539 154,052 153,060 89,171 88,851 

306 , 510 342,344 619,689 543,516 446 , 840 211,830 
815,822 1,102,708 1,058,735 1,016,479 744,783 723,605 

593,329 591,492 873,548 876,573 874,602 662,836 
1,140,788 1,607,370 1,605,228 1,568, 192 1,116,135 1,110,192 

. 112,252 108,771 129,251 130,097 126,720 93,348 
TOTAL 20,549,060 42,579,977 61,551,919 45,762,181 57,570,740 32,706, 888 40,429, 556 
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U.S. Voting - 5 


Chart I 
How Many Might Have Voted 


"POTENTIAL VOTE" -- NUMBER OF CITIZENS OLD ENOUGH TO VOTE * 6 





Potential Vote in Thousands Per Cent Actually Voting 
1954 1952 1950 1952 1954 1952 1950 1954 1952 1950 
Total Total Total President House House House Senate Senate Senate 
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Tenn. 1,930 
Texas 4,845 
Utah 414 
Vt. 231 
Va. 1,979 
Wash. 1,543 
W. Va. 1,191 
Wis. 2,251 
Wyo. 180 , 
TOTAL 100,223 97 ,844 63 .0% ‘ 58 .8% 
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* Potential vote figures include many who are involuntary non-voters, such as residents of the District of Columbia, aliens, convicts, the insane, persons who can't 


meet residence requirements or pay poll tax, and Negroes in some southern areas who are effectively discouraged from voting. 


SOURCE OF POTENTIAL VOTE TOTALS: REPUBLICAN NATIONAL COMMITTEE 
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Chart Ill 
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76,272 


TOTAL 74,173 


* Estimate used, 
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On Campaign Funds 
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GOP, DEMOCRATIC FUND RAISING EXAMINED 


A major factor in the 1956 contest to elect a Presi- 
dent and Congress is fund raising. Both Republicans and 
Democrats have come up with some ‘‘gimmicks’’ designed 
to spur contributions. 


@ What is the structure of the national party finance committees ? 
@ What are their plans for 1956? 
@ How will the money they raise be spent? 


Background 


In 1952, the major parties and other political or- 
ganizations reported spending more than $23 million to 
support their candidates for President and Congress. 
It’s agreed that at least that much went unreported be- 
cause of the loopholes in existing campaign spending laws 
which do not require complete reporting of such expendi- 
tures. 

Republicans and Democrats reported spending $17,- 
479,697 in their Presidential campaigns, $5,854,688 more 
for Congressional candidates. This money came from a 
variety of sources and in contributions ranging from 25 
cents to $5,000. (1953 Almanac, p. 40) 

In 1956, with the increasing emphasis on television 
usage plus generally higher costs of campaigning, both 
parties agree they will spend more than in 1952. One 
Democratic finance official privately estimated the elec- 
tion might cost both parties a total of $80 million. 

To efficiently raise and spend this kind of money, 
both parties are concentrating on working out the kinks 
in their finance committee operations at all levels, from 
the precinct to the expanding Washington headquarters of 
the national committees. 


Republicans 


The Republican national finance committee, and the 
hierarchy of committees fingering into precincts inthe 48 
states, is a tightly knit organization. The chairman of the 
Republican National Committee (Leonard W. Hall) ap- 
points the Republican national finance chairman (John 
Clifford Folger, Washington, D.C..). 

The national committee has an executive secretary 
(Edward L. Bacher, Washington), a general counsel (John 
D.M. Hamilton, Philadelphia, Pa.) and an assistant secre- 
tary (Mrs. Billie Richardson), 

The national finance committee is appointed by the 
finance chairman. 

Republican state chairmen appoint state finance com- 
mittee chairmen. These finance chairmen then set up a 
committee -- usually on a geographical basis -- to give 
the state complete representation. This committee has 
the responsibility of organizing fund-raising groups in 
each county or political subdivision of the state, 


QUOTA SYSTEM 


The Republicans raise their national committee 
operational funds through a quota system that takes into 
consideration these factors: the population of a state; 


Republican vote in the state’s last general election; the 
electoral vote; personal income tax collections; occupied 
dwelling units and purchasing power. 

The GOP had a head start on the Democrats in 1956 
in fund raising. Nationwide ‘‘Salute to Eisenhower” 
dinners Jan. 20, 1956, grossed an estimated $6 million. 
Half was forwarded to the national committee to meet 
state quotas; the other half stayed inthe individual states 
where the dinners were held for useinthe general elec- 
tion campaign. (Weekly Report, p. 100) 

Republicans have announced a fund-raising drive with 
the theme ‘‘Thank You, Mr. President.’’ This is to be 
handled by volunteer women solicitors working through 
and with county fund-raising organizations. It will be 
conducted on a door-to-door basis. The goal has not 
been disclosed. 


SPENDING 


Spending funds raised is the responsibility of the 
Republican National Committee. The finance committee 
works out a tentative budget for the national committee, 
the Republican Congressional Campaign Committee and 
the Senate Campaign Committee, but the monies allo- 
cated are shifted back and forth as the trend of the 
campaign develops. 

Republicans have agreed P resident Eisenhower would 
not be called on to do any barnstorming in 1956. This 
eliminated the necessity of figuring in the cost of cam- 
paign trains. Early plans called for the President to 
make some flying trips to key cities throughout the 
country plus television addresses, 

But even this type of campaign is costly. One-half 
hour of television time is worth $110,000 at peak hours. 
If the President appeared on television twice a week for 
the final six weeks of the campaign, the cost would be 
$1,320,000. Under existing election laws the national 
committee is limited to spending $3 million. 


FUND-RAISING 'HOWS' 


Republicans have produced a booklet for use in the 
organizational stages of their fund raising that sets down 
some ‘‘dos’’ and ‘“‘donts.’’ Following are some of the 
pertinent quotes: 


@ Division of responsibility -- ‘‘Most of the expendi- 
tures for printing of campaign leaflets, sample ballots 
and the like, purchase of billboards and radio time, 
scheduling and handling of speakers and similar tasks 
fall to the state organization, because it is more econo- 
mical and more efficient to do them that way.”’ 

@ What the state finance committees does -- ‘‘The 
purpose...is to conduct the necessary financing of local, 
state and national committees in a united campaign.... 
The most businesslike system of handling Republican 
dollars is to have all contributions reported to the state 
finance committee....’’ 
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® Members of county finance committee -- ‘‘.,.the men 
who do the political work of the party should not be asked 
also to solicit funds....’’ 

® Rating prospective contributors -- ‘‘Prospective 
contributors usually are not asked for a specific amount 
in a Republican campaign. But most of them welcome a 
suggestion which relates their approximate ability to give 
with the amount which must be raised....’’ 

® Need for more solicitors -- ‘‘As our nation grows, 
and as the need for Republican financial support grows 
with it, it becomes vitally necessary to enlist more 
solicitors in Republican appeals.’’ Among these groups: 
‘‘Women...; Youth ...; Newcomers ...; Foremen ...; Suc- 
cessful Salesmen....’’ 

® Who to solicit -- ‘‘The best solicitation nearly al- 
ways is that of the committeeman calling on others of 
approximately his own economic status and giving 
capacity.” 

® Best way to raise Republican money -- ‘‘(1) Make 
your own contribution first; (2) See your prospects right 
away; (3) Solicit in person; (4) Know the prospect; 
(5) Present the case thoroughly; (6) Know the Republican 
case; (7) Ask for enough; (8) Obtain a signed pledge card; 
(9) Know the laws; (10) Emphasize that for most ofus the 
greatest political weapon is a financial contribution.’’ 


Democrats 


The structure of the Democratic fund-raising efforts 
is essentially the same as the Republican. The national 
finance committee chairman(Matthew H. McCloskey Jr., 
Philadelphia) is appointed by Democratic national chair- 
man (Psul M, Butler) and elected by the finance com- 
mittee. 

McCloskey works with an assistant (William J. Teefy, 
Philadelphia) and an office staff in a more personalized 
operation. 

Finance committees are set up in all the states be- 
fore elections. These are assessed certain quotas for 
operation of the national committee and state campaigns. 
Generally, Democrats use Jackson-Jefferson Day dinners 
for fund raising to meet state quotas. Each diner pays 
$25-$100 a plate. In addition, the finance committee 
makes up a list of selected contributors who provide the 
bulk of the large contributions to the party. 


SMALL CONTRIBUTORS 


In 1956 the Democrats plan ‘‘gimmicks’”’ to solicit 
funds for their campaign from small contributors. One of 
these would operate this way: The Democratic candidate 
would make a radio ortelevision appearance. At the con- 
clusion of the address, an announcement would be made 
that the program was sponsored by the Democratic party 
and cost the party a certain amount of money. The an- 
nouncement would ask anyone wishing to help defray the 
cost of the program to send funds to the Democratic 
finance committee, 

McCloskey said he feels this approach plus a few 
other as yet undisclosed plans would raise as much 
money as the party needs for 1956. 

The early Democratic problem in fund raising is the 
lack of a Presidential candidate who seems certain of 
the nomination. The Democrats are finding contributors 
waiting until the convention selects a nominee before de- 


Campaign Funds - 2 


ciding the amount and frequency of contributions. They 
see no problem in fund raising after the candidate is 
chosen. 


Related Questions 


Republican and Democratic fund raisers said they 
did not think the furor in the Senate over the $2,500 
campaign contribution offered Sen. Francis Case (RS.D.) 
would have any effect on fund-raising efforts in 1956. 
(Weekly Report, p. 271) 

Bacher expressed concern with the proposed John- 
son-Knowland revision (S 3308) of the Corrupt Practices 
Act. Bacher said some provisions of the proposal would 
require the filing of nearly one million different reports 
on campaign spending with the Clerk of the House and 
the Secretary of the Senate. He said he felt this would 
be overwhelming and useless to those trying to use 
such files. He emphasized his was a personal opinion, 
not that of the finance committee. (Weekly Report, 
p. 288) 

Bacher and McCloskey oppose a proposal by Sen. 
Richard L, Neuberger (D Ore.) to finance campaigns 
by using federal funds (S 3242). (Weekly Report, 
p. 213) 


LOSE INTEREST 


Bacher said that if federal funds were used to 
finance campaigns, the American public would lose 
interest in contributing and would stop thinking about 
political party activity and the possible results of 
having one or the other of the parties in power. 

McCloskey said he opposed the measure because 
he feels the political parties should not get involved 
in the spending of federal monies. He said the volun- 
tary contributions system has proved adequate when 
properly presented to the prospective contributor. 


"CORRUPT PRACTICES’ 


Rep. Augustine Kelley (D Pa.), commenting in a 
recent issue of the AFL-CIO Committee on Political 
Education(COPE) publication, said ‘‘the Corrupt Prac- 
tices Act is supposed to regulate election campaign 
contributions. The title of the law gives the impres- 
sion there is something corrupt about contributing 
to a political campaign. Actually, the corruption comes 
in because most people never contribute to their po- 
litical parties or the campaigns of the candidates they 
favor. If more people contributed small amounts, 
putting campaigns on a basis of more widespread par- 
ticipation, the big contributions made by tycoons would 
be 1. ss likely to have a corrupting influence.”’ 

Bacher said the worst feature of the Corrupt 
Practices Act was use of the word ‘‘corrupt’’ in the 
title of the Act. ‘‘This,’’ he said, ‘‘leaves the public 
with the impression there is something evil in making 
a political contribution. And yet, without the function- 
ing political party, which needs money to operate, 
our government would fall apart completely.’’ 

McCloskey agreed. He added: ‘‘I’ve never had 
difficulty raising money for political campaigns once 
I had a chance to present my case. | think that is what 
we need to do on a large scale this year. Then the 
people, with the proper attitude because of the sales 
campaign, will be willing to make contributions in 
accordance with their ability to pay.”’ 
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in This Section April 6-12 


ICC Law Revisions Split Shippers, Railroads 

Senate Committee Probes Military Textile Buying 
National Medical Library Proposal Widely Endorsed 
George Committee Recommends Lobby Law Revisions 
Ex-Postmaster Farley Favors Postage Rate Hikes 





FREIGHT FORWARDERS 


COMMITTEE -- Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 
Surface Transportation Subcommittee. 

HELD HEARINGS -- On S 3365, S 3366 and S 3367 to 
amend the 1942 Interstate Commerce Act regarding 
freight forwarders. 

TESTIMONY -- April 9 -- Giles Morrow, president 
and general counsel of the Freight Forwarders Institute, 
endorsed all three bills because they would ‘‘remove 
present provisions which discriminate unfairly against 
forwarders in favor of their competitors.’’ He said: 

S 3365, to eliminate the subsection in the Act stating 
a freight forwarding license cannot be denied soiely be- 
cause other freight forwarders are already in business 
where the applicant wants to locate, ‘‘would simply remove 
the self-defeating prohibition against competitive con- 
siderations.’’ 

S 3366, to allow freight forwarders to make rate 
contracts with railroads to carry truck vans piggyback on 
flat cars, was needed ‘‘because there is now no practical 
basis on which freight forwarders can legally utilize 
piggyback service.’’ But trucking firms which compete 
with forwarders can make such contracts. 

S 3367, to allow freight forwarders to buy rail, motor 
or water carriers with the approval of the ICC, would 
‘‘remove inequity and achieve equality among carriers. 
The law condones under one iabel what it condemns 
under another”’ since it allows other carriers to acquire 
freight forwarders but not vice versa. 

April 10 -- Fred Carpi, representing 22 Eastern 
railroads, said: 

S 3365 would be agreeable in principle to the rail- 
roads if the freight forwarders to be protected from new 
competition had been in business since Sept. 1, 1942. 
Restrictions on competition should not ‘‘extend to making 
it more difficult for a railroad to establish a freight 
forwarder service through a controlled corporation.”’ 

S 3366 ‘‘is directly contrary to the policy of Con- 
gress as reflected in parts II and IV of the ICC Act.”’ 
To allow forwarders to contract for special rates would 
give them ‘‘a powerful weapon to force railroads to grant 
them rates which would not be fully compensatory.’’ 

S 3367 does not contain adequate safeguards against 
“the possibility of use of a carrier by a forwarder to 
gain improper rate advantages over other carriers and 
competitors.”’ 

Fred H.Tolan, representing the Western Traffic Con- 
ference and Washington-Oregon Shipper Cooperative 
Assn., opposed all three bills, stating: 

S 3365 would foster monopoly. 
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COMMITTEE CALENDAR 


SENATE 


Foreign Relations, Disarmament Subcom- 
mittee -- In Cambridge at Harvard Law 
School on disarmament. 

Labor and Public Welfare, Special Subcom- 
mittee -- In New York on S 3054and S 3149 
to establish a Federal Commission on the 
Arts. 

Interstate and Foreign Commerce, Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries Subcommittee -- 
On S 3108 to encourage construction of new 
ore ships through federal assistance, 

Armed Services, Special Air Power Subcom- 
mittee -- On the adequacy of U.S. air power. | 

Government Operations, Permanent Investi- 
gations Subcommittee -- On textile pro- 
curement by the Armed Forces. 

Interstate and Foreign Commerce, Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries Subcommittee -- 
S 2584 to exempt farm surplus from cargo 
preference regulations, Continues April 20. 

Interstate and Foreign Commerce -- TV net- | 
work regulations and Ultra High Frequency | 
and Very High Frequency relationships. | 


HOUSE 


Banking and Currency, Housing Subcommittee 
-- Home improvement financing. Continues 
April 17. 

Judiciary, Antitrust Subcommittee. OnHR11 
and HR 8395, antimoncpoly bills. Continues 
April 19, 20. 

Interstate and ForeignCommerce, Transpor- 
tation and Communications Subcommittee 
-- On several bills: to prohibit the serving 
of alcoholic beverages on airplanes; to give 
clergymen reduced airplane rates; and 
omnibus aviation bills. 

Interstate and Foreign Commerce, Trans- 
portation Subcommittee -- HR 6141 and 
other transportation bills incorporating 
recommendations made by the P residential 
Advisory Committee on Transport Policy 
and Organization. 

Judiciary, Antitrust Subcommittee -- Avia- 
tion industry problems with Comptroller 
General Joseph Campbell among first wit- 
nesses. 

Select Small Business, Distribution Subcom- 
mittee -- In Los Angeles on small business 
problems caused by smog. Continues May 
19, 

Government Operations -- Establishing a U.S. 
Department of Peace. 
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S 3366 would discriminate against private shippers 
since they could not get the same low rates as certifi- 
cated forwarders. 

S 3367 would eliminate the only effective small ship- 
ment competition, that between trucks and forwarders. 

Robert J. McBride and John V. Lawrence of the 
American Trucking Assns. opposed S$ 3366 and S 3367 on 
grounds they were against the public interest, said they 
would foster monopoly. 


EXPORT CONTROLS 


COMMITTEE -- House Banking and Currency. 

ACTION -- April 12 ordered reported an amended 
bill (HR 9052) to extend the Export Control Act of 1949 for 
two years, until June 30, 1958. The Administration had 
requested that authority to control exports, due to expire 
June 30, be extended for three years. 


NATIONAL MEDICAL LIBRARY 


COMMITTEE -- Senate Labor and Public Welfare, 
Heaith Subcommittee. 

BEGAN HEARINGS -- On bills (S 2408, S 2482, 
S 3430) to establish an independent National Library of 
Medicine. 

TESTIMONY -- April 10 -- Dr. Lowell T. Cogge- 
shall, special assistant to the Secretary of Health, Edu- 
cation and Welfare: ‘‘The Armed Forces Medical Library 
is a truly national institution serving all physicians.... 
I believe it should be located organizationally in the... 
Public Health Service.”’ 

Dr. Leonard A, Scheele, Surgeon General of the Pub- 
lic Health Service: ‘‘The Public Health Service would 
welcome the responsibility’’ of administering the library. 

Assistant Secretary of Defense Frank B, Berry: 
‘‘We favor this bill but would prefer that the bill...would 
provide for the continuance of this (library) under recog- 
nized medical auspices, such as the Department of Health, 
Education and Welfare.... We urge also that the surgeon 
generals of the three armed forces be members of the 
board of regents....”’ 

April 11 -- Dr. Lucius R. Wilson of Philadelphia, 
representing the American Hospital Assn., ‘‘enthusiasti- 
cally’’ supported the bill. 


AUTOMOBILE SALES 


COMMITTEE -- House Interstate and ForeignCom- 
merce, Finance and Commerce Subcommittee. 

HELD HEARINGS -- On charges of abuses in auto 
marketing (For Senate hearings, Weekly Report, p. 306) 

TESTIMONY -- April 11 -- E.W. Ivey, administra- 
tive assistant to the general manager of General Motor’s 
Chevrolet division, said he opposed as ‘‘unnecessary’’ a 
proposed bill (HR 528) to banfreight charges in excess of 
actual costs. He said his company had ‘‘eliminated so- 
called ‘phantom’ freight.’’ 

W.F. Hufstader, GM vice president in charge ofdis- 
tribution, said he endorsed a proposed bill (HR 2688) to 
ban auto bootlegging but opposed proposed legislation 
(HR 6544) to permit closed-territory dealerships. He 
said HR 2688 would remove a ‘‘legal roadblock’’ that has 
prevented stopping bootlegging. Hufstader said HR 6544 
would ‘‘prohibit the normal ebb -and flow of trade and 
prevent the customer from purchasing where he desires.”’ 


Committee Roundup - 2 
POSTAGE RATES 


COMMITTEE -- House Post Office and Civil Service. 

CONTINUED HEARINGS -- On a bill (HR 9228) to 
increase postage rates. (Weekly Report, p. 369) 

TESTIMONY -- April 10 -- Robert E, MacNeal, pres- 
ident of the Curtis Publishing Co., said he felt it was 
possible to justify increases in one or more mail classes 
without altering the present postal policy of public service. 

April 11 -- Edward D. Becker, publisher of the Pitts- 
burgh, Pa., Sun-Telegraph and representative of 15 
Hearst newspapers: ‘‘We simply would not pay excess- 
ively high rates.... We might drop mail subscriptions 
almost entirely, we might use truck and carrierdelivery 
to a greater degree....’” 

Herbert R, Mayes, editor of Good Housekeeping 
magazine, opposed any increase in postal rates. 

Joseph A, Duffy, executive secretary of the American 
Booksellers Assn., said the average bookseller ‘‘just 
about makes the grade on a 3 percent average profit, 
before taxes.’’ Booksellers would be willing to support 
increased first and third-class rates, Duffy said, but they 
want the book rate increase struck out. 

April 12 -- Ex-Postmaster General James A, Farley 
said he did not think there would be any ‘‘political reper- 
cussions’’ from raising rates inanelection year. Farley, 
who was Postmaster General from 1932-40, said there had 
not been ‘‘a commensurate increase in rates’’ to offset 
increased post office costs since 1946. 


ARMY TEXTILE CONTRACTS 


COMMITTEE -- Senate Government Operations, 
Permanent Investigations Subcommittee. 

BEGAN HEARINGS -- On textile procurement prac- 
tices in the Quartermaster Corps of the Army. 

BACKGROUND -- The Subcommittee held similar 
hearings last year. (1955 Almanac, p. 514) 

TESTIMONY -- April 10 -- Committee Chairman 
John L. McClellan (D Ark.) said the Subcommittee ex- 
pected ‘‘to develop facts showing the existence of a group 
of contractors who succeeded in getting contracts from the 
government under highly questionable circumstances.’’ 
He said ‘‘millions of dollars of government and municipal 
bonds have been purchased by certain contractors using 
fictitious names or names of third parties who knew 
nothing of these purchases. We intend to inquire... 
whether the bonds were used as payoffs to government 
personnel...or...to avoid income taxes.”’ 

Testimony disclosed that Joe Abrams, a blacklisted 
government ciothing contractor, and Samuel and Herman 
Kravitz, New Jersey clothing manufacturers, bought and 
sold $9 million worth of bonds under 28 accounts. 

Abraham B, Sharpe, owner of Book Promotions Inc., 
invoked the Fifth Amendment when asked whether he knew 
Abrams or either Kravitz. 

Gregory Harrington, Bronx bond trader -- who sold 
the bonds to Abrams -- said Abrams set up one account 
for himself and the other 27 innames of others. Harring- 
ton testified that the only one he met beside Abrams was 
Herman Kravitz. He said Abrams told him the other 
people with accounts ‘didn’t understand bond transactions 
very well.”’ 

Alphonse J, Leonetti, an acquaintance of Abrams, 
said he did not know about the bond transactions, that he 
signed the checks for their purchase because he was told 
it was for work done on uniforms by a subcontractor. 
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Committee Roundup - 3 


Sen. Henry M, Jackson (D Wash.) said Leonetti’s testi- 
mony conflicted enough with earlier statements to the 
Committee ‘‘to warrant careful consideration by the 
Justice Department for perjury.’’ 

April 11 -- Jack Schwartz, former business asso- 
ciate of Abrams, and Attilio Musto, head of Fashions 
Inc., testified they knew nothing about $198,000 worth of 
bonds purchased in their names by Abrams. Schwartz 
said that a ‘‘J.Schwartz’’ signed on a $558.40 check was 
‘‘definitely not’’ his endorsement. 

Charles P. Wood, treasurer of the Leonia, N.J., 
Bank and Trust Co., said that Herman Kravitz had opened 
a $40,000 account under the assumed name of E.W. Randal. 
He said he became ‘‘suspicious’’ about the account when 
he noticed that all deposits had been made in the form of 
bond coupons. 


VA MEDICAL ABUSES 


COMMITTEE -- House Veterans Affairs. 

ACTION -- April 9 released a report onthe Veterans’ 
Administration Outpatient Program, and results of a study 
by the General Accounting Office of veterans hospitaliza- 
tion for non-service-connected disabilities. The report 
said: 

As of Nov. 30, 1954, 59,828 or 53.5 percent of the 
patients in VA hospitals were being treated for non- 
service-connected disabilities. Chairman Olin E. Teague 
(D Texas) said a ‘‘small percentage’’ of those patients 
could afford outside hospitalization. 


EASING THE PRESIDENCY 


COMMITTEE -- House Judiciary, Presidential In- 
ability Special Subcommittee. 

BEGAN HEARINGS -- On ways to make the Presi- 
dency easier. (Weekly Report, p. 107 forSenate hearings) 

TESTIMONY -- April 11 -- Former President Her- 
bert Hoover said in a telegram to the Subcommittee that 
the Cabinet should determine whether a President is so 
incapacitated that the Vice President should take over 
temporarily. 

Sen. Frederick G, Payne (R Maine), author of S 2763 
which would authorize the Vice President to raise the 
question of the President's capacity and a recommenda- 
tion would be made by a panel of physicians picked by 
the Chief Justice, said the argument that framers of the 
Constitution did not intend the Vice President to succeed 
the President was the ‘‘most compelling’’ one. 

Sen. John J. Sparkman (D Ala.) said the Subcommittee 
should consider how to reorganize the whole government 
in case of disaster. 

April 12 -- Arthur Krock, New York Times corres- 
pondent, described to the Subcommittee a plan for a 
special council to decide the question of Presidential 
inability if it should be raised. The council would be 
authorized to have the Surgeon General appoint a medical 
panel to examine the President. 


CIVIL RIGHTS 


COMMITTEE -- House Judiciary. 

HELD HEARINGS -- On the Administration’s civil 
rights program. ‘ 

TESTIMONY -- April 10 -- In a closed session At- 
torney General Herbert Brownell Jr. described the Ad- 
ministration’s four proposals, which were transmitted to 
the House and Senate by letter April 9. (Weekly Report, 
p. 437) 


Brownell said civil proceedings, such as the use of 
injunctions, ‘‘may often be far more effective in the long 
run than harsh criminal proceedings to punish after the 
event.”’ 

Bills to carry out the first two Administration re- 
quests ‘ave been submitted in both Houses: in the House, 
HR 10.39, 10340, 10348, 10349, 10378, 10379; in the 
Senate, S 3604 and S 3605, each with 18 co-sponsors. 

RELATED DEVELOPMENTS -- Committee Chair- 
man Emanuel Celler (D N.Y.) said the Administration’s 
program did not go far enough. ‘‘It’s like using a bean 


shooter when you should use a gun,’’ he said. Ranking 
Republican Member Kenneth B, Keating (N.Y.) said that 
if the proposals were too sweeping ‘‘the results will be 
the same as they have been year after year -- we won't 
get to first base.” 


POLL TAX 


COMMITTEE -- Senate Judiciary, Constitutional 
Amendments Subcommittee. 

BEGAN HEARINGS -- On a proposed amendment (SJ 
Res 29) to outlaw the poll tax as a requirement for voting 
in federal elections. 

TESTIMONY -- April 11 -- Sen. Spessard L, Holland 
(D Fla.) predicted the amendment would win ‘‘speedy 
adoption’’ by legislatures of the necessary three-fourths 
of the states. Holland said ‘‘it would be a tragedy of the 
first magnitude if Congress attempted to invalidate the 
poll tax by direct statute.”’ 


CIVIL DEFENSE 


COMMITTEE -- House Government Operations, 
Military Operations Subcommittee. 

CONTINUED HEARINGS -- Oncivildefense. (Weekly 
Report, p. 401) 

TESTIMONY -- April 10 -- Director Arthur S, 
Flemming of the Office of Defense Mobilization said he 
did not feel present readiness plans rested on ‘‘as sound 
a foundation as should be the case.’’ He recommended 
formation of a joint Legislative-Executive Commission 
to help formulate defense mobilization policies for ap- 
proval by Congress. 

April 12 -- Undersecretary of Agriculture True D, 
Morse said there was ‘‘a real and great hazard”’ of 
enemy germ destruction of U.S, farm goods in case of 
all-out war. He said Congress had refused funds ‘‘for 
the planning needed to combat such introductions or 
spreads as might be effected by enemy action.”’ 


FLOOD CONTROL 


COMMITTEE -- Senate Public Works, Flood Control, 
Rivers and Harbors Subcommittee. 

ACTION -- April 10 ordered reported two bills. 
One (S 3272) would authorize the Secretary of the Army 
to allot a maximum of $15 million yearly for flood-con- 
trol funds for small flood-control projects. The second 
(S 3338) would prohibit the Interior Department from 
raising power rates charged by the Southwestern Power 
Administration for 18 months ending July 1, 1957. The 
Administration had proposed to raise wholesale power 
rates about 40 percent in order to amortize SPA’s 
investment. 
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Committee Roundup - 4 


George Committee Recommends Lobby, Election Law Revisions 


COMMITTEE -- Senate Select Committee for Con- 
tribution Investigation. 

ACTION -- April 7 filed a report (S Rept 1724) on its 
investigation of a charge by Sen. Francis Case (R S.D.) 
that there had been an attempt to influence his vote on the 
Harris-Fulbright natural gas bill (S 1853). (Weekly Re- 
port, p. 165) 

The Committee chairman was Sen. Walter F. George 
(D Ga.) and its members: Carl Hayden (D Ariz.), Styles 
Bridges (R N.H.) and Edward J, Thye (R Minn.), Their 
report reviewed the activities of Howard B, Keck of Los 
Angeles, Calif., president of the Superior Oil Co. of 
California; Elmer Patman of Austin, Texas, and John M, 
Neff of Lincoln, Neb., attorneys for the company; and 
Donald Ross, United States Attorney for Nebraska. 


REVISION NEEDED 


The report said examination of the case emphasized 
the need for ‘‘substantial clarification’’ of the language 
of the 1946 Federal Regulation of Lobbying Act, because 
it was ‘‘too vague and loosely defined. Had the Act been 
clear, the course of events...might never have happened.’’ 

The report recommended that: 

Congress make ‘‘a thorough and complete study’’ of 
the Lobbying Act and also re-evaluate the Federal Corrupt 
Practices Act. 

Congress consider the advisability of amending the 
election laws to require that every candidate for federal 
office designate a fiscal agent officially authorized to 
solicit and accept campaign contributions and make this 
information a matter of public record; that every person, 
political committee or organization making more than 
$5,000 in campaign contributions in any one year be re- 
quired to file a detailed accounting with the Secretary of 
the Senate. 

The Justice Department examine the transcript of the 
hearings to determine if any federal statutes had been 
violated, and whether there had been any perjury. 


NOT A BRIBE 


The Committee said ‘‘the objective of the individuals 
who initiated and carried out this chain of events was to 
influence by political contribution the vote of a Member 
of the United States Senate.’’ 

The report said ‘‘there was neither a bribe nor an 
attempt to bribe,’’ but that ‘‘this is a case of irrespon- 
sibility run riot.’’ 

The report ‘‘severely censured ’’ Patman and Neff 
“‘for their failure to act a responsible citizens,’’ adding 
Keck showed ‘‘a remarkable laxity in the supervision and 
direction’’ of the two lawyers’ activities. 

In four months Neff ‘‘covered five states and sought 
out the attitude of 10 United States Senators concerning a 
single piece of legislation. A sum totaling $10,000 was 
at least considered and spoken of by Mr. Neff as contri- 
butions and $5,000 of this was actually contributed. He 
exercised incredibly poor judgment.’’ 

The report said there was no intention by the investi- 
gation ‘‘to cast any reflection upon Sen. Case.’’ It also 
absolved Ross as ‘‘merely a victim of an environment 


created by Mr. Neff."’ Ross had arranged for Neff to 
visit Nebraska's two Republican Senators, Carl T. Curtis 
and Roman L. Hruska. Neff subsequently opened savings 
accounts totaling $500 for Ross’ five children, but Ross 
refused to accept them, the report said. 


KECK CRITICIZED 


The report said Patman had been given ‘‘almost 
appalling latitude”’ by Keck in the handling of funds. Dis- 
tribution of the funds by others did not relieve Keck of 
‘‘a responsibility to take such steps as will reasonably 
assure the propriety of its use rather than permitting his 
resources to drift with uncertainty.’ Keck’s testimony 
disclosed that Patman was given from $5,000 to $6,000 
a year of his personal funds from 1947 or 1948, the report 
noted. In 1954, Patman received $9,000 and in 1955, 
either $8,500 or $9,500 from Keck, testimony showed. 

The report traced the activity of Patman and Neff in 
connection with the natural gas bill, concluding that it 
could ‘‘only be characterized as galloping irresponsibil- 
ity.”’ 

‘‘Whatever the long-term purpose of Mr. Neff’s 
employment might have been,’’ the report said, ‘‘it is 
indelibly clear that the immediate objective was concen- 
trated activity on the natural gas bill and such activity 
was ratified and condoned by Mr. Patman, whetheror not 
all of it was directly ordered by him. In utter disregard 
of his legal knowledge and training, Mr. Neff acted 
with consummate indiscretion in making his promiscuous 
contacts.”’ 


CASE CONTRIBUTION 


The report said evidence showed that the $2,500 
contribution which Neff attempted to make to Sen. Case’s 
campaign fund ‘‘was not conditioned upon the Senator’s 
agreeing to vote for the natural gas bill. It is possible 
to conclude that the contribution was in the nature of a 
reward to Senator Case for his supposed intent to vote in 
favor of the legislation. Or perhaps a kind of insurance 
to the donor that Sen. Case would continue to think and 
act favorably, the contribution being the premium on 
the policy.... While Mr. Neff succeeded in not violating 
any law here, he appears to have had every intention to 
do so,”’ the report said. 

“‘The circumstances here partake of a meaning 
making almort inexorable the conclusion that the para- 
rnount motivation for this contribution was interest in 
the natural gas bill as contrasted with aiding Senator 
Case’s campaign,’’ the report said. ‘‘It thus follows 
that the offer of the contribution was for the purpose of 
influencing the Senator’s vote.’’ 

RELATED DEVELOPMENT -- April 9 -- Chairman 
John L. McClellan (D Ark.) of a special bipartisan 
committee to search out improper attempts to influence 
legislation said S Rept 1724 would be combed for ‘‘any 
loose ends’” that would be useful in a broader inquiry. 
McClellan said his group also would make a thorough 
study of lobby laws and campaign spending. 
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Committee Briefs 


SECURITIES ACT 


Chairman J, Sinclair Armstrong of the Securities 
and Exchange Commission April 10 said the SEC opposed 
enactment of a bill (HR 9319) to amend the Securities 
Act of 1933 to provide civil liability of company officers 
making false statements in securities sales. (Weekly 
Report, p. A-55) Armstrong, testifying before the House 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce, Finance and Com- 
merce Subcommittee, said the SEC soon would submit to 
Congress a formal recommendation for an amendment to 
impose criminal liability for false statements. HR 9319 
‘would serve to confuse the public and make more burden- 
some the administration’’ of the Securities Act, he said. 


DEFENSE FUNDS 


Military agencies will start fiscal 1957 with $77.1 
billion of direct and indirect spending authority if Con- 
gress approves the full Administration defense budget, 
according to an April 9 report on unexpended Defense 
Department balances. The report, issued by Chairman 
Harry F. Byrd (D Va.) of the Joint Committee on Non- 
essential Federal Expenditures, said military agencies 
would have $42.2 billion of carryover spending authority. 
The report said that, exclusive of any new appropria- 
tions, the Air Force would start fiscal 1957 with $20.1 
billion spending authority, the Navy with $12.7 billion, 
and the Army with $9.2 billion. 


BOMB TESTS 


Atomic Energy Commissioner Thomas E, Murray 
April 12 said the United States shouid stop testing large 
hydrogen bombs and set an ‘‘upper limit’’ on both size 
and number of such weapons it will stockpile. Murray, 
testifying before the Senate Foreign Relations Subcom- 
mittee on Disarmament, said an increasing concentration 
on the stockpiling ‘‘of a wide rangeofvery small nuclear 
weapons’’ would support ‘‘a theory of moderate and dis- 
criminating use of force against all aggression, including 
aggression that may be minor in degree.’’ The U.S. 
should lead the way to ‘‘rational disarmament,’’ Murray 
said, without waiting for establishment of an international 
control agency. 


EXPORT LABELING 


The Senate Interstate and Foreign Commerce Com- 
mittee April 10 heard conflicting reports at a hearing on 
progress made since 1953 under a resolution (S Con Res 
40) calling for labels of origin on overseas shipments. 
(1953 Almanac, p. 451) Assistant Secretary of Com- 
merce H.C. McClellan said ‘‘almost without exception’’ 
government-owned or financed overseas shipments 
carried markings showing United States origin. John 
J. Shaughnessy of New York, former Army employee 
who initiated the drive for the ‘‘Mark American’’ reso- 
lution, said a check of New York piers disclosed few 
and ‘‘inadequate”’ labels. 


FLOOD INSURANCE 


COMMITTEE -- Senate Banking and Currency. 

ACTION -- April 12 ordered favorably reported a 
clean bill (to be introduced April 16) providing for a 
federal flood insurance program which could total $5 
billion. A new agency would be set up in the Housing 
and Home Finance Agency to handle the program and 
its administrator would determine premium rates. In- 
surance would be limited to a maximum of $250,000 
per person and $10,000 per house. The bill would limit 
outstanding insurance to $3 billion but the President 
could lift the ceiling to $5 billion. The U.S, would not 
pay more than 40 percent of the flood insurance 
premiums. 

The insurance program would be authorized for 
five years. The bill is a compromise between versions 
recommended by Sen. Herbert H, Lehman (D N.Y.) and 
Prescott Bush (R Conn.). (Weekly Report, p. 10) 


FOREIGN AIR COMPETIT ON 


The Senate Interstate and Foreign Commerce Sur- 
face Transportation Subcommittee April 10 said that the 
State Department and Civil Aeronautics Board failed to 
protect the interests of U.S, airlines in negotiating inter- 
national agreements on routes with foreign carriers. 
It cited negotiations with the German airline ‘‘Lufthansa”’ 
as having ‘‘treated the American lines unfairly’’ by giving 
substantial route concessions in the U.S, without winning 
equal ones for American lines in Germany. 


GOVERNMENT SECRECY 


Post Office Department Solicitor Abe McG regor Goff, 
in a letter made public April 5, told Rep. John E, Moss, 
Jr. (D Calif.) that the Department had decided to reverse 
its previous position and permit the names of postmaster 
applicants to be made public. Goff said the Department 
had reviewed its stand ‘‘since you feel so strongly about 
the matter.’’ Moss headed a special subcommittee 
which held hearings on suppression of government in- 
formation early this year. (Weekly Report, p. 130) 


COMMITTEE ASSIGNMENT 


Sen. Stuart Symington (D Mo.) March 29 was appoint- 
ed to the Senate Agriculture and Forestry Committee. 
He replaced Sen. Clinton P, Anderson (D N.M.) who went 
to the Finance Committee. The move left open Syming- 
ton’s seat on the Public Works Committee. (Weekly 
Report, p. 373) 


SUPPLEMENTAL APPROPRIATION 


COMMITTEE -- Senate Appropriations. 

ACTION -- April 10 reported a bill (HR 10004 -- 
S Rept 1725) to provide supplemental appropriations 
for fiscal 1956. The Committee voted to restore $3.5 
million requested by the Administration to expand Ten- 
nessee Valley Authority facilities which the House Ap- 
propriations Committee dropped from the measure, The 
House Committee in its report (H Rept 1897) said TVA 
could use its own funds to expand instead of relying on 
appropriations. (Weekly Report, p. 342) 
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@ Congress Sends 1956 Farm Program to President 
@ Senate Rejects Resolution for CIA Committee 
@ House Approves Military Construction Bill 





FARM PROGRAM COMPROMISE 


By substantial majorities, both chambers of Con- 
gress April 11 agreed to the conference report (H Rept 
1896) on HR 12, the Agricultural Act of 1956. The action 
cleared the bill for the President. Democratic leaders 
predicted Mr. Eisenhower would sign the bill, but Sen. 
George D. Aiken (R Vt.) April 12 said he was confident the 
President would veto the bill ‘‘for half a dozen or more 
major reasons,”’ 

BACKGROUND -- HR 12 was passed by the House 
May 5, 1955, and by the Senate March 19, 1956. The 
conference committee began consideration of the bill 
March 26. (Weekly Report, p. 377) 

PROVISIONS -- As sent to the President, HR 12: 


PRICE SUPPORTS 


Established price supports at 90 percent of parity 
for the 1956 crop of basic agricultural commodities 
‘‘with respect to which producers have not disapproved 
marketing quotas.’’ 

Provided that whenever the price of either cotton- 
seed or soybeans was supported, the price of the other 
should be supported at a level to ‘‘cause them to compete 
on equal terms on the market.’’ 

Established 80-90 percent supports for whole milk 
and butterfat, but provided that for the marketing year 
ending March 31, 1957, manufacturing milk should be 
supported at not less than $3.25 a hundredweight and 
butterfat at not less than 58.6 cents a pound. 

Extended, in the case of basic crops, use of old or 
modern parity, whichever was higher. 

Directed the Secretary of Agriculture to study meth- 
ods of improving the parity formula and report to Con- 
gress by Jan. 31, 1957. 


SOIL BANK 


Set up an acreage reserve program by authorizing 
the Secretary to compensate producers for reducing 
their 1956-59 crops of basic commodities and feed grains 
(oats, barley, rye, grain sorghums and corn grown in 
non-commercial areas) below their allotments or base 
acreages; land so retired from production could be put to 
no other use. (The committee said the rate of payment 
generally would be ‘‘approximately 50 percent of the price 
support for that quantity of the commodity which would 
normally be produced on the land placed into<he acreage 
reserve.’’) 

Provided for inclusion in the 1956 acreage reserve 
of land previously planted, if the crop were plowed under 
or clipped to prevent maturing within 21 days from the 
date of HR 12’s enactment. 


Established a 51-million-acre total base acreage for 
corn of the commercial area for each yearof the acreage 
reserve program, subject to a 1956 referendum of com- 
mercial corn producers. 

Provided for establishing farm base acreages for 
other feed grains, based on 1953-55 plantings, for the 
1956 crops; for 1957 and subsequent years a total base 
acreage would be established and apportioned on the 
basis of feed grain acreage for the immediately preceding 
five years. 

Limited total compensation for participation in the 
acreage reserve program to $750 million for any one 
year’s crops and set the following limits per commodity: 
wheat, $375 million; cotton, $300 million; corn, $300 
million; other feed grains, $175 million; peanuts, $7 
million; rice, $23 million; tobacco, $45 million. (The 
committee made the following tentative estimates of 
payments per acre: cotton, $48-$60; wheat, $18-$25; 
corn, $36-$50; rice, $60-$75; peanuts, $50-$70; tobacco, 
$100-$300; feed grains, $15-$50.) 

Set up a conservation reserve program by authoriz- 
ing the Secretary to enter into long-term contracts under 
which producers would agree to devote to conservation 
uses a specifically designated acreage of land regularly 
used in the production of crops. 

Required the Secretary to bear part of the cost of 
establishing the conservation reserve and to make annual 
payments to producers participating in the program to 
assure ‘‘a fair and reasonable annual returnonthe land.’’ 

Limited total compensation for participation in the 
conservation reserve program to $450 million in anyone 
calendar year. 

Made compliance with acreage allotments and farm 
base acreages a condition of eligibility for soil bank 
acreage and conservation reserve payments. 

Authorized the Secretary to finance soil bank opera- 
tions from Commodity Credit Corp. funds until June 30, 
1957, after which they would be financed bydirect appro- 
priations from the Treasury. 

Directed the President to restrict ‘‘insofar as prac- 
ticable’’ the leasing of federal lands for production of 
price-supported surplus crops. 

Authorized the Secretary to permit farmers ‘‘to pool 
their rights to participate jointly in the conservation re- 
serve program on property other than their home farms.”’ 


SURPLUS DISPOSAL 


Directed the CCC to dispose ofall its stocks of agri- 
cultural commodities as ‘‘rapidly as possible.’”’ 

Directed the Secretary to study various means of 
disposing of surpluses, including a food stamp plan, and 
report to Congress within 90 days. 

Placed cotton of 1-11/16 inches or longer under the 
import quota program. 

Directed the CCC to sell for export at competitive 
world prices its existing stocks of domestically produced 
extra long staple cotton. 

Authorized the President to negotiate with foreign 
countries to limit exports from such countries and imports 
into the United States of any agricultural commodity. 
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Floor Action - 2 


Authorized an annual appropriation of $500 million 
to supplement Section 32 funds; increased to 50 percent 
the amount available for any one commodity. 

Directed transfer of materials acquired by CCC under 
the barter program to the supplemental stockpile. 

Authorized appointment of a $15,000-a-year Agricul- 
tural Surplus Disposal Administrator. 

Increased authorized use of surplus commodities for 
disaster, famine and other urgent foreign relief from 
$300 million to $500 million; permitted freight charges 
to be paid from this fund. 

Established a five-member bipartisan Commission 
on Increased Industrial Use of Agricultural Products; 
directed it to report to Congress by June 15, 1957. 

Authorized the CCC to donate to federa. penal insti- 
tutions and state correctional institutions for minors 
commodities acquired through price support operations. 

Prohibited, for a three-year period, payment of 
‘fany crop loans or federal farm payments or benefits’’ 
on any surplus commodity grown on newly irrigated or 
drained lands within federal irrigation or drainage proj- 
ects subsequently authorized. 

Authorized the CCC to pay processing costs oncom- 
modities furnished to public and charitabie institutions. 


MARKETING QUOTAS, ACREAGE ALLOTMENTS 


Extended surrender and reapportionment provisions 
of the 1938 Agricultural Adjustment Act to 1956-57 wheat 
crops. 

Set cotton acreage allotments for 1957 and 1958 at 
no less than the allotment for 1956 (17.4 million acres). 

Increased the 1957-58 national cotton acreage allot- 
ment by 100,000 acres in order to establish minimum 
farm allotments of four acres or the highest acreage 
planted in the preceding three years, whichever was 
smaller. 

Provided minimum state rice acreage allotments 
for 1956 equal to 85 percent of the 1955 allotment. 

Increased peanut marketing penalties from 50 per- 
cent to 75 percent of the support price. 

Eliminated corn acreage allotments for 1956, but 
required as a condition for price support that the equival- 
ent of 15 percent of the farmer’s base corn acreage be 
placed in the soil bank. 

Provided that unless more than two-thirds of the corn 
growers in a 1957 crop referendum voted to restore 
acreage allotments, the new program would remain in 
effect; the Secretary would support corn at a level to 
assist producers to market their corn, but not encourage 
its uneconomic production. 

Provided that corn produced outside the commercial 
corn area should be supported at 85 percent of the level 
for commercial corn. 

Provided mandatory supports for rye, barley, oats 
and grain sorghums at 5 percent less than the support 
level for commercial corn. 

Provided, as a condition of eligibility for price sup- 
port on non-commercial corn and the other small feed 
grains, that the producer must devote the equivalent of 
not less than 15 percent of his base acreage to either the 
acreage reserve or the conservation reserve and must not 
plant a total acreage of feed grains in excess of 85 per- 
cent of his base acreage. 

Permitted, for the 1956 crops of these commodities, 
use of the previously existing price support formula for 
producers who did not participate in the soil bank. 
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WHEAT AND RICE 


Directed the Secretary to support wheat fordomestic 
human food consumption at 100 percent of parity through 
use of marketing certificates, provided two-thirds of the 
wheatgrowers voting in a crop referendum agreed to the 
plan; acreage allotments could be continued, and eligibil- 
ity for marketing certificates ‘‘would be conditioned both 
upon compliance with acreage allotments and upon the 
planting of an acreage of wheat sufficient to fill the pro~ 
ducer’s domestic quota at normal yields.”’ 

Directed the Secretary, beginning in 1956, todeterm- 
ine primary market quotas, based on domestic consump- 
tion and exports to Cuba, for rice harvested ‘‘prior to 
1958”’ and to apportion the quotas to states and farms. 

Set price supports for the 1956 rice crop at 55-90 
percent of parity and for subsequent years at 50 to 90 
percent (at the Secretary’s discretion but at a level which 
would not discourage exportation), 

Directed the Secretary to support the primary rice 
market quota at 90 percent of parity through use of 
marketing certificates. 


FORESTRY 


Authorized a federal-state program of tree planting 
and reforestation. 


CONFERENCE ACTION 


The conference committee April 6 reported (H Rept 
1986), by an 8-2 vote, a reworked version of the Senate 
bill. As reported by the committee and approved by both 
chambers, the bill restored 90 percent supports on the 
1956 crops of basic agricultural commodities, provided 
for voluntary participation in the soil bank, established 
mandatory supports for feed grains, provided for their 
inclusion in the acreage reserve program and initiated 
domestic parity programs for wheat and rice. 

**Rather than adopt any of the devious devices which 
have been proposed for raising the level of support prices 
by indirection,’’ the committee said, it had ‘‘agreed that 
the most effective way of accomplishing this purpose is 
the simple and straightforward procedure...of establish- 
ing price support levels for the basic commodities at 
not less than 90 percent of parity for 1956.’’ 


HOUSE ACTION 


The House April 11 agreed to the conference report 
by a 237-181 roll-call vote. A motion to recommit the 
report with instructions to substitute 82.5 percent to 90 
percent supports on basics for 1956, eliminate the dual 
parity provision and mandatory supports for feed grains 
and delete the domestic parity plans for wheat and rice 
was rejected on a 181-238 roll-call vote. A motion to 
reconsider was tabled. (For voting, see chart, p. 432) 

DEBATE -- Joseph W, Martin Jr. (R Mass.) -- ‘“The 
conference report...is a fantastic mixture of good and 
bad provisions in which the bad features tend to cancel 
out the good.... The President cannot be expected to sign 
an unsound total bill, just to get the soil bank.... My 
motion to recommit...incorporates, I think, all that is 
acceptavle to the Administration from the conference 
report.”’ 

Harold D. Cooley (D N.C.) -- ‘‘The only thing in this 
bill that will increase farm income in 1956...will be 
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stricken from this bill, if I understand what the motion 
to recommit will contain.... The leadership responsible 
for offering that motion will today, here in this House, 
put the farmers of America on the auction block and try 
to buy them at the cheapest possible price.’’ 


SENATE ACTION 


The Senate agreed to the conference report on a 
50-35 roll-call vote. A motion to reconsider was tabled. 
(For voting, see chart, p. 434) 

DEBATE -- Allen J, Ellender Sr. (D La.) -- ‘‘...the 
choice is clear. Either we can wait another year to give 
our farmers much-needed relief, by depending upon the 
soil bank to do the job, or we can approve a method by 
which plummeting farm income can be arrested and 
substantially raised this year by voting for the pending 
conference report.... The fallacious cry...that 90 percent 
of parity, as written into this bill, will increase produc- 
tion is pure unadulterated buncombe.’’ 

George D. Aiken (R Vt.) -- ‘‘Congress has now de- 
layed this legislation so that the soil bank can hardly 
be effective this year.... It would be better to do the 
best we can with the program we now have in operation. 
The bill as it now stands is completely unacceptable to 
the Administration. 


SUPPLEMENTAL APPROPRIATION 


The Senate April 12 passed, by voice vote and with 
little debate, an amended bill (HR 10004) to provide 
$838,864,176 in supplemental appropriations for fiscal 
1956. The action sent the bill to conference. 

Included in the Senate appropriation was $3.5 million 
for construction of additional facilities by the Tennessee 
Valley Authority. The House had denied this request. 

BACKGROUND -- As passed by the House March Zl, 
HR 10004 carried total appropriations of $795,768,823. 
(Weekly Report, p. 342) The bill was reported (S Rept 
1725) by the Senate Appropriations Committee April 11 
with total appropriations of $858,864,176. 

PROVISIONS +- As passed by the Senate, HR 10004 
appropriated the following funds: 


$ 17,139,000 
123,428,000 
340,000 
237,579,300 
16,029,500 


Agriculture 

Commerce 

General government matters 

Independent offices 

Interior 

Labor and Health, Education 
and Welfare 

Public works 

State, Justice and Judiciary 

Treasury and Post Office 

Legislative 

Claims and judgement 

Increased pay 


117,020,000 
19,110,000 
4,000,699 
19,750,000 
979,149 
2,367,341 
281,121,196 
TOTAL $838, 864,176 
AMENDMENTS ACCEPTED 
Paul H. Douglas (D Ill.), as modified -- Add $10 
million to Agriculture funds for the school lunch program; 
April 12. Voice vote. 
John J, Williams (R Del.) -- Delete $30 million 
appropriation for maritime operating-differential sub- 
sidies; April 12. Voice. 


Floor Action -3 


CIA WATCHDOG COMMITTEE 


The Senate April 11 rejected, by a roll-call vote of 
59-27, an amended resolution (S Con Res 2) to create a 
joint Congressional ‘‘watchdog’’ committee over the 
Central Intelligence Agency and other intelligence opera- 
tions. Ten of the 35 co-sponsors of the resolution voted 
against the measure, which had been strongly opposed by 
CIA and the Administration. (For voting, see chart, p. 434) 

Failure to adopt the measure, which would not have 
required the President’s approval, preserved the existing 
situation in which CIA is accountable to four subcom- 
mittees of the Senate and House Appropriations and Armed 
Services Committees. (Weekly Report, p. 154) 

BACKGROUND -- The resolution had been reported 
Feb. 23 (S Rept 1570) by the Senate Rules Committee, 
with minor amendments, and with a minority report by 
Carl Hayden (D Ariz.). (Weekly Report, p. 248) 

DEBATE -- April 11 -- Opponents of the resolution 
said that dangerous leaks of information might result 
from establishing the committee. They said Congres- 
sional supervision already was adequate. 


CONFERENCE REPORTS 


The Senate April 12 adopted, by voice vote, a con- 
current resolution (S Con Res 36) to require that con- 
ference reports be signed by a majority of the conferees 
of both chambers. The Senate previously has adopted 
similar resolutions, but the House has failed io act. 
Existing rules require such a statement by House con- 
ferees, and conference reports are filed in the House. 
S Con Res 36 would require a joint statement. 


COMMITTEE CODE 


The Senate April 12, under unanimous consent 
procedure, approved a motion to recommit to the Rules 
Committee a resolution (S Res 17) to establish a ‘‘fair 
practice code’’ for standing committees. The resolution 
was designed to assure witnesses hefore committees the 
right to counsel (unless opposed by a committee majority) 
and the right to reply to defamatory statements. The 
House adopted a similar code for its committee in 1955. 
(1955 Almanac, p. 382) 


MILITARY PUBLIC WORKS 


The House April 12 passed by a 377-3 roll-call vote 
an amended bill (HR 9893) to authorize $2,085,170,000 
for military construction in fiscal 1957. (For voting, see 
chart p. 430) 

BACKGROUND -- HR 9893 was reported (H Rept 
1890) March 15 by the House Armed Services Committee. 
The Committee recommended authorization of $2,- 
156,730,000. 

PROVISIONS -- As sent to the Senate, HR 9893 
authorized for the armed services: 

Army, $304,562,000; Navy, $401,194,000; Air Force, 
$1,065,720,000; emergency construction and housing, 
$180,300,000; amendments to other military public works 
laws, $133,394,000. 

AMENDMENTS REJECTED 

Gerald R, Ford Jr. (R Mich.) -- Authorize an Air 
Force base at Kalkaska, Mich., instead of at Manistee, 
Mich.; April 12. Division vote, 52-85. 

H, R. Gross (R lowa) -- Delete $300,000 authoriza- 
tion for joint chiefs of staff housing; April 12. Division 
vote, 34-54. 
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CQ House Votes 13 through 15. 


Corresponding to Congressional Record 


Roli-Cali Vote Nos. 23, 24, 25.) 


Omnibus Farm Bill Approved After Recommittal 


Motion Fails; Military Construction Bill Passed 


Farm Program (HR 12). Agricultural Act of 1956. 
Martin (R Mass.) motion to recommit the conference 
report with instructions to substitute 82.5 percent 
supports and to delete dual parity provisions, manda- 
tory supports for feed grains and domestic parity 
plans for wheat and rice. Rejected, 181-238, April 
ll. (See story, p. 429) 


Farm Program (HR 12). Adoption of conference 
report providing 90 percent mandatory supports and 
including soil bank provisions. Adopted, 237-181, 
April }1. (See story, p. 429) 


Military Construction (HR 9893). Passage of bill to 
authorize $2 billion for certain construction at 
military installations. Passed, 377-3, April 12. (See 
story, p. 431) 


KEY 





Record Vote Against (nay) 
Announced Against, Paired Against, CQ Poll Against 
Absent, General Pair ‘‘Present,"’ Did not announce 


Record Vote For (yea), N 
Announced For, Paired For, CQ Poll For as 
Not o Member when vote wos token. (Also used for Speaker, ? 


who is eligible but usually does not vote.) or answer Poll 





TOTAL DEMOCRAT REPUBLICAN 





14 


15 


13 


14 


15 


13 


14 | 15 
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14 


89 


203 
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167 


48 | 174 
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ALABAMA 
3 Andrews D.. . 
1 Boykin D 
7 Elliott D 
2GrontD.... 
9 Huddleston D . 
BJonesD.... 
5RainsD .... 
4RobertsD ... 
6SeldenD ... 
ARIZONA 
1RhodesR ... 
2UdeliD.... 
ARKANSAS 
1 GathingsD . . 
4HarrisD.... 
5HaysD .... 
2MillsD .... 
6NorrellD... 
3TrimbleD... 
CALIFORNIA 
7AllenR .... 
6 BaldwinR... 
2ZEngleD.... 
10 Gubser R 
14 Hagen D.... 
11 Johnson Rk... 
4 MailliardR . 
8 MillerD... 
3 Moss D 
29 PhillipsR .. - 
1 SeudderR . . 
5 ShelleyD... 
27 Sheppard D . . 
12SikD.... 


28 Urt R 


9 YoungerR. . 





13 TeagueR ... 


WO Wilson R. . . « 
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Los Angeles County 


23 DoyleD.... 
21 HiestandR. . . 
25 HillingsR . . . 
20 HinshawR. . . 
19 HolifieldD . . 


24 LipscombR . . 
15 McDonough R . 
26 Roosevelt D . . 
COLORADO 
4 Aspinall D. . . 
3 Chenoweth R . 
2HiR 
1 Rogers D 
CONNECTICUT 
3 Cretelia R 
1DoddD .... 
4MoranoR ... 
5 PattersonR . . 
AL Sadiok R. ... 
2 Seely-Brown R. 
DELAWARE 
AL McDowel! D 
FLORIDA 
2 Bennett Dd... 
1CramerR ... 
4FoasceliD ... 
7 Haley D 
SHeriongD... 
8 MatthewsD . . 
6 Rogers D . 
3SikesD .... 
GEORGIA 
BBlitchD.... 
10 Brown D. . . . 
5DavisD.... 
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4FflytD.... 
3 Forrester D. . . 
9 Landrum D. . . 
7 LanhamD... 
2PilcherD ... 
1 PrestonD ... 
6VinsonD ... 
IDAHO 
2 ilewe 
1PfostD .... 
ILLINOIS 
WAllenR .... 
17 ArendsR. . . « 
19 ChiperfieldR . 
25GrayD.... 
21MokD.... 
15 MasonR.. . . 
24PriceD .... 
14 Vacancy. . . « 
20 Simpson R . . . 
22 SpringerR. . . 
18 VeldeR.... 
23 VurselIR . . . 


Chicago-Cook Count 


7 BowlerD ... 
12 BoyleD.... 
13 ChurchR ... 
1 DowsonD.. . 
8 Gordon D.. . 
10 Hoffman R. . . 
5 KluczynskiD . 
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3 Crumpacker R . 
8DentonD... 
2HallekR.. . 
6 Harden R 
10 Harvey R ° 
1 MaddenD.. . 
9 Wilson R 
lOWA 
5 Cunningham R . 
6 DolliverR... 
3GrossR .... 
BSHoevenR ... 
7 Jensen RR... . 
4LeCompteR. . 
1 Schwengel R 
2TolieR .... 
KANSAS 
lAveryR.... 
3 GeorgeR ... 
5 Hope R 
4 Rees R 
2 ScrivnerR. . . 
6 SmithR .... 
KENTUCKY 
4ChelfD.... 


7 PerkinsD ... 
3 Robsion R . . 
BSilerR. ..« 


6WoattsD.... 
LOUISIANA 





1 Gregory D. . . 
2 NatcherD.. . 


5 SpenceD ... 


2BoggsD.... 
4BrooksD.... 
l Hebert D ... 
BlongD .... 
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CQ House Votes 13 through 15. 
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6 Morrison D. . . 
5 PossmanD. . . 
7 Thompson D . . 
3WillisO.... 


3 MelntireR. . . 
2NelsonR ... 
MARYLAND 
2 DevereuxR . . 
4FallonD.... 
7 Friedel OD... 
3 Germatz D. . . 
6 HydeR .... 
SlankfordD . . 
1 MillerR. 
MASS ACHUSETTS 
6 Bates R 
2BolendD ... 
10 CurtisR ... . 
4DonohuveD . . 
1] HeseltonR. . . 


14 MortinR. ... 
12 McCormack D . 
9 Nicholson R. . 
11 O'Neill BD... 
3PhilbinD... 
5 Rogers R . 
13 Wigglesworth R 
MICHIGAN 
12 Bennett R ... 
BBentleyR ... 
10 CederbergR. . 
18 DonderoR.. . 


6 Hayworth D . 
4 HoffmanR.. . 
3 Johansen R. . . 
11 Knox R 


7 WolcottR ... 
Detroit-Wayne Cou 

13 DiggsD.... 

15 Dingell D . . . 

17 Griffiths D 

16 Lesinski D 

1 Mechrowicz D. 

14RaboutD ... 
MINNESOTA 

7 Andersen R P 

1 Andresen R . . 

8 BiatnikD... 


9 Knutson D.. . 
6MarshaliD . . 
4 McCarthy D. . 
2 O'Hara R +s 


MISSISSIPPI 
1 Abernethy D. . 
6ColmerD ... 
3SmithD.... 
2 WhittenD.. . 
4 Williams D. . . 
5 WinsteodD . . 
MISSOURI 
5 BollingD .. . 
9CannonD... 
8 CamahanD. . 
4 Christopher D . 
2CurtisR.... 
6HullD.... 
WW JonesD.... 
| KerstenD.. . 
11 MoviderD. . . 
7 ShortR. ww. 
3 Sullivan BD... 
MONTANA 
2 FiareR ...- 
1 Meicolf D. . . 
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NEBRASKA 
2ChaseR.... 
3 Harrison R. . . 
4MillerR. . 
1 WeaverR ... 
NEVADA 
AL Young R . 
NEW HAMPSHIRE 
2 Boss R . 
1 Mewew® « ses 
NEW JERSEY 
11 Addonizio D. . 
3 Auchincloss R . 
8 Canfield R 
5 Frelinghuysen R 


13 SieminskiD . . 
4 Thompson D. . 
14 Tumulty D. . . 
7 Widnall R . 
6 Willioms D. . . 
1 Wolverton R. . 
NEW MEXICO 
Al Dempsey D . . 
AL Femandez D. . 
NEW YORK 
3 BeckerR.... 


2 Derounian R . 

26 GambleR.. . 
27 GwinnR. . . 
32 Kearney R. . . 
38 KeatingR ... 
33 KilbumR .. . 
40 MillerR.... 
30 O'Brien DD... 
39 Ostertag R. . . 
42 PillionR. . . . 
4) RadwanR ... 


35 RiehimanR . . 
28 St. George R . 
36 TaberR .... 
31 TaylorR. ... 
1 Wainwright R . 
29 WhartonR. . . 
34 Williams R. . . 
New York City 
8 Anfuso D.. . 
S5BoschR .... 
24 Buckley DO... 
11 CellerD.... 
17 CoudertR . . « 
20 Davidson D . . 
7 Delaney D. . . 
23 DollingerD . . 
18 Donovan D 


WKellyD.... 
9KeoghD.... 
WKleinD.... 
4 Latham R 
13 Multer D 
16 Powell D 


14RooneyD ... 
21 Zelenko D. 
NORTH CAROLINA 

9 Alexander D. . 

3 Barden D. . 

1 Bonner D. . . . 

7 Carlyle D 

5 Chatham D. . . 

4CooleyD... 

BDeoneD.... 

6Durhom DO... 
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PENNSYLVANIA, : 
3 Holland O- 


10 CarriggR . . « 
25 Clerk D.... 
29 CorbettR. . . 
9 DagueR.... 
28 Eberharter D. . 
12 Fenton R. . . . 
1] Flood DD... . 
27 FultonR. .. . 
23 GavinR. ... 
7 JomesR.... 
24 KearnsR ... 
21 KelleyD... 


19 Quigley D. . . 
14RhodesD ... 
22 SaylorR. ... 
18 Simpson R. . . 
20 Van Zandt R. . 
15 WelterD... 
Philadelphia 
| Barret? D ... 


SOUTH CAROLINA 
4 Ashmore D 


3DomD.... 
6 McMillan D. . 
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5 Richerds D. . . 

2RileyD.... 

1 Rivers D. 
SOUTH DAKOT A 


3FrazierD... 
7 MurrayD.. . 
5 PriestD....« 
TReeceR.... 
TEXAS 
5AwerR.... 


2 Brooks D. 
17 Burleson D. . . 


21 FisherD.... 
3GentryD... 
W3tkedD.... 
20 KildayD ... 
15 Kilgore D. . . 
19 Mahon D . . . 
1 Patman DD... 
1] Poage DD... . 
4Rayburn D. . . 
18 Rogers D. . . . 
16 Rutherford D. . 
6 TeagueD... 
8 ThomasD... 
9 Thompson D. . 
10 Thornberry D . 
12 Wright D . . 
UTAH 
2 DowsonR... 
1 DinonR.... 
VERMONT 
AL Prouty R 
VIRGINIA 
4AbbittD ... 
10 Broyhili RR... 
3GeryyD.... 
2 Hardy D.... 
7 Harrison D. . . 
9 Jennings D . . 


1} Robeson D. . . 
BSmithD.... 
S5TuckD.... 
WASHINGTON 
4HolmesR .. . 
SHoranR.... 
BMockR.... 
AL Magnuson D. . 
1PellyR .... 
6 Tollefson R . . 
2 WestiondR . . 
WEST VIRGINIA 
3BoileyD ... 
4 Burnside D 


6 Van PeltR . . 
3 Withrow R. . . 
4 Zablocki D 
WYOMING 
AL Thomson R. . . 
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CQ Senate Votes 48 through 49. 


(No Congressional Record Roll -Call Vote Numbers.) 


Senate Adopts Farm Program Compromise, 50-35; 
Joint Committee to Oversee CIA Rejected, 27-59 


48. Joint Committee on CIA (S Con Res 2). Establish 
joint Senate-House committee to supervise activities 
of Central Intelligence Agency. Rejected, 27-59, 
April 11. (See story, p. 431) 


Farm Program (HR 12). Agricultural Act of 1956. 
Adoption of conference report providing 90 percent 
mandatory price supports on basic crops for one year 
and including soil bank provisions. Adopted, 50-35, 
April ll. (See story, p. 429) 
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Pressures On Congress 
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In This Seetion...... 


@ 75 Groups Hold Foreign Aid Conference 
@ AMA Outlines 1956 Legislative Program 
® Car Dealers Say They Favor Five House Bills 








75 GROUPS BACK ECONOMIC AID 


More than 150 delegates of 75 national organizations 
gathered in Washington April 10 for a one-day Conference 
on Foreign Economic Aid. 

The Conference, exploratory in nature, took no action 
and passed no resolutions. J.D. Zellerbach, chairman of 
the industry-backed Committee for Economic Develop- 
ment, reflected the views of many attending. He said the 
Soviet Union’s trade and aid drive underscores the 
‘“‘urgency’’ of United States assistance. Zellerbach 
termed the Administration’s $4.9 billion foreign aid re- 
quest the ‘‘beginning of the answer to this challenge.’’ 

The Conference was sponsored by the Point Four 
Information Service, aninformal group of representatives 
from 31 organizations interested in foreign aid. The 
Service, set up in 1949, has conducted similar conferences 
‘n 1952 and 1955. Members include representatives of 
farm, labor, educational, religious, veteran, cooperative 
and civic associations. 

Participating in the Conference, in addition to CED, 
were representatives of Friends Committee on National 
Legislation, League of Women Voters of the U.S., Public 
Affairs Institute, National Catholic Rural Life Conference, 
National Council of Jewish Women, American Veterans 
Committee, International Association of Machinists 
(AFL-CIO), United World Federalists, National Farmers 
Union, Americans for Democratic Action, United Auto 
Workers (Detroit), Women’s International League for 
Peace and Freedom, the Cooperative League of the U.S.A. 
and the Committee for a National Trade Policy. 


AMA LEGISLATIVE REVIEW 


The American Medical Assn. April 9 released its 
Quarterly Legislative Review outlining stands on major 
legislation affecting the medical profession. 

AMA said it opposed disability payments under social 
security. AMA said it would be difficult to determine 
permanent disability; payments would kill incentive to be 
rehabilitated; and the cost could not be estimated with 
accuracy. HR 7225, a bill to amend the Social Security 
Act, would offer full retirement benefits at age 50 to per- 
sons certified as permanently and totally disabled. 
(Weekly Report, p. 336) 

AMA favored: 

@ The Alaska mental health bill (HR 6376) to provide for 
mental health facilities in Alaska. (Weekly Report, p. 352) 
® The Administration’s plan for federal aid to medical 
schools and laboratories (HR 9013 and S 3252); AMA 
objected to the inclusion of schools of osteopathy. 
@ Federal assistance to nursing education with states 
to decide how they would divide vocational education funds 
between teacher, administrator and supervisor nurses. 
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@ The principle of the Bricker Amendment (S J Res 1) 
proposing to nullify any provision of a treaty or inter- 
national agreement in conflict with the Constitution. 

Thomas H, Alphin, M.D., director of the Washington 
office, signed the Review. AMA, claiming 150,000 mem- 
bers, reported spending $61,488 for lobbying during 1955. 


CAR DEALERS’ PROGRAM 


The National Automobile Dealers Assn., inits NADA 
magazine, outlined its legislative program. The March 
report to members served to spotlight the work of the 
organization in transforming members’ resolutions at 
the February convention into an active legislative pro- 
gram. Headlined as ‘‘Legislation Dealers Want,’’ NADA 
backed: 


@ HR 528, to prohibit manufacturers from making any 
charges for freight above actual freight costs. 

@ HR 6544, to permit manufacturers to assign specific 
areas of service responsibility to their dealers, 

@ HR 2688, to permit auto manufacturers to cancel 
franchises of dealers who sell new cars to unauthorized 
dealers for resale to the consumer. 

@ HR 578%, to provide that a federal tax lien on motor 
vehicles shall not be valid against a mortgagee, pledgee 
or purchaser who has no knowledge of the existence of 
the lien. 

@ HR 5553, to exempt autos furnished free to driver 
training classes in schools from excise taxes. 

NADA, claiming 30,000 members, is headed by Carl 
E, Fribley of Norwich, New York. Frederick J. Bell, 
executive vice president, heads the Washington office. 


CATHOLIC TEACHERS 


The National Catholic Educational Assn., at its 53rd 
annual meeting in St. Louis April 2-6, urged its members 
to provide ‘‘leadership toward the orderly integration of 
Negro and white children in the nation’s schools.’’ Another 
resolution proposed that the four million pupils attending 
Catholic schools ‘‘receive the same health and safety 
services provided by law in many states to public school 
units.’’ Archbishop Albert G. Meyer of Milwaukee was 
elected president-general of the 9,500-member group -- 
the recognized spokesman for Roman Catholic education 
in the U.S, 


NEW IMMIGRATION GROUP 


The National Committee on Immigration and Citizen- 
ship April 9 held its inaugural dinner in New York City. 
Spyros Skouras, president of Twentieth Century Fox Film 
Corp. and chairman of the Committee, said the new group 
would take no position on legislation but planned a national 
educational campaign to urge ‘‘equal rights’’ for natural- 
ized and native-born citizens and freer admission of 
foreign visitors. Skouras said immigration visas should 
be ‘‘free from any implication’’ of racial, national or 
religious superiority. The Committee’s headquarters will 
be in New York. 
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Pressures - 2 


Special Report 


TRADE DEBATE DUE IN HOUSE OVER OTC 


Congressional debate between advocates of freer 
trade and proponents of protection for United States’ 
industries will recur soon when the House considers an 
amended bill (HR 5550) to authorize U.S. membership in 
the Organization for Trade Cooperation. HR 5550, sup- 
ported by backers of trade liberalization, was approved 
March 26 by the House Ways and Means Committee by a 
17 to 7 vote. (Weekly Report, p. 372) 

In 1955, the House Feb. 18 approved a three-year 
extension of the Reciprocal Trade Act (PL 86, 84th Con- 
gress) by a 295-110 roll-call vote. But the House Feb. 
17, in the closest roll call in five years, adopted by a 
one-vote margin -- 193-192 -- the closed rule governing 
debate on the measure. A Feb. 18 motion to recommit the 
bill was rejected on a roll-call vote of 199-206. (1955 
Almanac, p. 289) 

In 1955, veteran House Members said opponents of 
the reciprocal trade program mounted the ‘‘biggest pres- 
sure campaign’’ they could recall. Similar pressures 
have been mounted against HR 5550. 

The OTC agreement, negotiated among nations 
agreeing to the General Agreement on Tariffs and Trade, 
was signed by the U.S, on March 21, 1955, subject to 
Congressional approval. (Weekly Report, p. 245) 


OTC Supporters 


Supporters of HR 5550 are led by the Committee for 
a National Trade Policy and the Committee for Foreign 
Trade Education Inc., leaders of the fight for extension 
of the reciprocal trade program. 

The Committee on Foreign Trade Education is a 
group formed to stir public interest intariff-trade policy 
and to mobilize support for liberalizing the policy. The 
group is not registered under the Federal Regulation of 
Lobbying Act. 

The Committee for a National Trade Policy is regis- 
tered under the lobby law. For 1955, it reported spending 
$5,437 for legislation ‘‘relating to foreign economic 
policy.’’ CNTP, organized in 1953, was formed by a group 
of businessmen to coalesce reciprocal trade support and 
make it more vocal in Congress, 

OTC supporters say it would be ‘‘purely an adminis- 
trative body’’ for speedier settlement of trade disputes. 
They add that OTC cannot amendGATT, andGATT cannot 
impose any obligations on the U.S, that have not already 
been accepted by the President. 

‘‘John S. Coleman, chairman, Committee for a 
National Trade Policy, says ‘‘those who oppose OTC also 
oppose any form of trade cooperation.’’ He said OTC 
opponents ‘‘still believe in the trade restrictions of pre- 
depression days.’’ Coleman also is president-elect of 
the Chamber of Commerce of the U.S., and serves as 
chairman of the Chamber’s Foreign Commerce Com- 
mittee. 

Other major groups supporting HR 5550 include: 

U.S, Council of the International Chamber of Com- 
merce, Americans for Democratic Action, Assn. of 
the Bar of the City of New York, Committee for Eco- 
nomic Development, Cooperative League of the U.S.A., 
National Farmers Union, American Farm Bureau Federa- 


tion, National Grange, League of Women Voters, Council 
for Improved U.S,-Japanese Relations, General Federa- 
tion of Women’s Cubs, National Council of American Im- 
porters, (AFI.-CIO) and the American Assn. of Port Au- 
thorities. 


OTC Opposition 


Opponents of the bill are led by the American Tariff 
League Inc., the Nation-Wide Committee of Industry, 
Agriculture and Labor on Import-Export Policy and the 
textile and synthetic material industries. 

The American Tariff League Inc., organized in 1885, 
is a group of more than 300 firms, associations and co- 
operatives supporting high U.S. tariffs. 

ATL, registered under the lobby law. reported 
spending $4,310 in 1955, although it had previously re- 
ported spending $153,586 for the first two quarters of 
1955. A League spokesman said the reports were ‘‘not 
comparable’’ since the early figure covered total League 
expenses, while the later figure was ‘‘an arbitrarysum”’ 
representing legislative spending. 

The Nation-Wide Committee was organized in 1953 
by O.R, Strackbein, its current chairman, to fight tariff 
reduction. It claims to represent industries employing 
more than 4.5 million workers. Included in the Com- 
mittee’s membership are seven AFL-CIO member unions. 
Strackbein also is executive director of America’s Wage 
Earners’ Protective Conference and legislative represen- 
tative of the International Allied Printing Trades Assn. 
The Committee said it spent $46,878 in 1955 for lobbying 
purposes. 

Opponents of HR 5550 say it would mean: 

Congressional approval of GATT, negotiated by exe- 
cutive agreement; approval of ‘‘many objectionable’’ trade 
policies; and a ‘‘dangerous delegation of...(Congressional) 
...authority’’ over trade and other domestic matters to an 
international body. 

Karl H. Helfrich, president of the Tariff League, Jan. 
30 said OTC could place the national economy ‘‘under 
the international direction of an organization which prom- 
ises rapidly to become the biggest economic planning 
center outside Soviet Russia.’’ 

Strackbein Feb. 8 said loss of Congressional authority 
over foreign trade matters would result in a loss of 
power of the people. 

The American Bar Assn. Aug. 25, 1955, adopted a 
resolution disapproving HR 5550 on the grounds that 
“‘neither the President nor Congress has the legal au- 
thority under the Constitution todelegate the regulation of 
our commerce with foreign nations to a foreign-controlled 
group.”’ This resolution was under dispute within ABA 
on internal jurisdictional grounds. 

Other groups opposing HR 5550 include: 

Southern States Industrial Council, National Milk 
Producers Federation, National Wool Growers Assn., For 
America, American National Cattlemen’s Assn., National 
Council of Textile Industries, Wine Institute, U.S. Pot- 
ters’ Assn., International Brotherhood of Operative 
Potters (AFL-CIO), AmericanGlassware Assn., Tungsten 
Institute and Florida Fruit & Vegetable Growers. 
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CIVIL RIGHTS 


Attorney General Herbert Brownell Jr. April 9 sent 
to Congress a draft of a proposed civil rights program 
that called for: 

® A six-member bipartisan commission to investigate 
individ .al civil rights grievances. 

e@ A civil rights division in the Department of Justice. 

@ Broader statutes to permit federal prosecution of 
individuals intimidating voters in an election for federal 
office. 

@ Authority for the Attorney General to bring civil 
injunction proceedings in behalf of aggrieved individuals. 

@ Authority for individuals to take civil rights griev- 
ances directly to a federal court. 

e Authority for the Attorney General to bring civil suits 
against civil rights conspiracies, such as attempted jury 
or witness intimidation. 


MORE DEFENSE FUNDS 


President Eisenhower April 9 asked Congress for 
$547.1 million more in defense funds for fiscal 1957 (H 
Doc 373), The increase would push the Administration’s 
estimated fiscal 1957 defense spending from $35,547,- 
000,000 to $35,947,000,000 since $400 million of the re- 
quest was for actual expenditures and the rest for obli- 
gational authority. (Weekly Report, p. 59) 

The supplemental funds would be mainly for a speedup 
in the production of B-52 jet bombers, additional bases 
for the Strategic Air Command, further development of 
the Distant Early Warning program (DEW Line), additional 
ship conversion and missile research and development. 

The breakdown of increases: interservice activities 
emergency fund $35 million, to $85 million; Army $6.72 
billion, to $6.77 billion for its reserve program and DEW 
Line; Navy $6.97 billion, to $7.04 billion for ship conver- 
sion and DEW Line; Air Force $5.8 billion, to $6.04 
billion for B-52’s, DEW Line and bases. 

The White House said the extra $400 million in spend- 
ing would wipe out expected surplus in the fiscal 1957 
budget but would not prevent it from balancing. 


MIDDLE EAST CRISIS 


President Eisenhower April 9 said the United States 
would ‘‘observe its commitments within constitutional 
means to oppose any aggression’’ in the Middle East and 
would ‘‘support and assist any nation which might be 
subjected to such aggression.”’ 

The statement announced support ‘‘in fullest meas- 
ure’’ for United Nations Secretary General Dag Hammar- 
skjold’s peace mission to the area. 

After a briefing April 10 of 14 Congressional leaders 
by Dulles, Chairman Walter F. George (D Ga.) of the 
Senate Foreign Relations Committee said, ‘‘Nobody 
knows what will happen (in the Middle East), The situa- 
tion there is very, very acute -- extremely so.”’ 

Senate Majority Leader Lyndon B, Johnson (D Texas) 
said Dulles ‘‘made no requests of us.’’ House Minority 


Leader Joseph W, Martin Jr. (R Mass.) said no request for 
authority to send U.S, troops was contemplated ‘‘at this 
time.’’ 


EDUCATION REPORT 


The 34-member Committee for the White House Con- 
ference on Education April 6 reported that ‘‘the schools 
have fallen far behind both the aspirations of the American 
people and their capabilities,’’ but added that ‘‘their 
weaknesses usually stem from a lack of means rather 
than any defect in their goal.’’ The Committee recom- 
mended expenditures for education be doubled in the next 
10 years and urged a ‘‘dramatic increase’’ in teachers’ 
salaries to ‘‘attract the most capable young men and 
women to the schools.”’ (1955 Almanac, p. 270) 

A 28-member majority held that ‘‘federal aid for 
school construction should be made available ona limited 
basis to all states and territories and the District of 
Columbia to help overcome the present school building 
emergency...under the philosophy of encouraging greater 
use of state and local funds.’’ 

The Committee said racial desegregation in the 
schools ‘‘must be worked out by each community...within 
the intent of the relevant Supreme Court decisions."’ It 
endorsed ‘‘the concept of schools which provide a great 
variety of services designed to do all that is possible to 
fit children for fruitful adult lives.’’ It also recom- 
mended holding a White House Conference on Higher 
Education to consider the problems of colleges and 
universities. 


SCIENCE BOARD 


President Eisenhower April 3 established a National 
Committee for the Development of Scientists and Engin- 
eers. He said it was needed because ‘‘our technological 
superiority is now seriously challenged by those whouse 
science for aggression and conquest.’’ The President 
named Dr. Howard L. Bevis, president of Ohio State 
University, as committee chairman, and Dr. Eric A. 
Walker, dean of the College of Engineering and Archi- 
tecture at Pennsylvania State University, as vice chair- 
man. 


Nominations 


President Eisenhower announced the following ap- 
pointments, subject to Senate confirmation: 

Floyd Sherman Bryant of Atherton, Calif., a Repub- 
lican, as Assistant Secretary of Defense; April 9. 

George Cochran Doub of Owings Mills, Md., a Re- 
publican, as Assistant Attorney General; April 9. 

James R, Duncan of Alexandria, Va., a Democrat, 
re member of the Subversive Activities Control Board; 

prii Y. 

Thomas Edward Stakem Jr. of Arlington, Va., a 
Democrat, as member of the Federal Maritime Board; 
April 9. 
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ILLINOIS PRIMARY 


Democrat Adlai E, Stevenson trailed President 
Eisenhower, Republican, in the April 10 Illinois Presi- 
dential preference primary. An intensive write-in cam- 
paign on behalf of Sen. Estes Kefauver (D Tenn.) produced 
about three votes a precinct and about 3.5 percent of the 
total Democratic vote. 

The balloting: 

Republican, 9,203 of 9,511 precincts: Eisen- 
hower, 723,267; Sen. William F, Knowland (R Calif.), 
32,685; Lar Daly, Chicago, 9,099. Total: 765,051. 

Democratic, 9,009 of 9,511 precincts: Stevenson, 
703,291; write-ins, 8,299 of 9,511 precincts, Kefau- 
ver, 27,807. Total: 731,098. 

Eisenhower polled 94 percent of the total Republican 
vote, Knowland 4.5 percent, Daly 1.5 percent. Stevenson 
polled 96.5 percent of the total Democratic vote. 

Stevenson piled up his biggest vote in industrial 
Democratic Cook County while the President cut into the 
former Illinois governor’s lead in the rural, downstate, 
predominantly Republican counties. The total Republi- 
can vote surpassed the total Democratic vote by more 
than 33,000. 

District delegates of the state’s 25 Congressional 
districts and their alternates to the Republican and 
Democratic national Presidential nominating conventions 
were elected without indication on the ballot as to the 
candidate they proposed to support. The preferential 
primary was separate from the delegate selections. 

Comparison: 

In the 1952 Presidential primary, the total Republican 
vote was 1,272,321. ThelateSen. Robert A, Taft (R Ohio 
1939-53) received 73.6 percent of the total GOP vote, 
Mr. Eisenhower, 11.6 percent, and Harold E. Stassen, 
12.2 percent. The Eisenhower votes were write-ins. 

Four years ago, the total Democratic vote was 
600,114. Kefauver, on the ballot, received 87.7 percent 
of the total Democratic vote; Stevenson, 9.1 percent, all 
write-ins. 

Republicans have 60 convention votes, Democrats 64. 


PRESIDENTIAL CAMPAIGNERS 


Democrats Adlai E, Stevenson and Sen. Estes 
Kefauver (D Tenn.) campaigned for Florida’s voting 
support in the May 29 primary. Their respective head- 
quarters tried to work out a debate for the week of May 
21 in Miami, 

Related developments: 

STEVENSON 


April 6 -- Rep. Howard W,. Smith (D Va.) said he 
was leaning toward Stevenson as the Democratic nominee. 
Stevenson, in Jacksonville, Fla., said Kefauver was absent 
in 1948 when the Senate voted on the Displaced Persons 
bill and on other later votes in the Senate. (Kefauver 
was elected to the Senate in 1948 and began his service 
there in 1949), (1949 Almanac, p. 126, 371) 

(Congressional Quarterly’s Voting Participation rec- 
ords show these scores for Kefauver from 1945 through 


1955: 79th Congress, 86 percent; 80th, 58 percent; 81st, 
84 percent; 82nd, 76 percent; 83rd 59 percent; 84th (Ist 
session) 79 percent.) 

The Illinois Democratic Congressional delegation -- 
one Senator and 12 Representatives--endorsed Stevenson 
for President. 

April 8 -- Stevenson said ‘‘during the 83rd Congress, 
the last full session of Congress, the Congressional 
Quarterly discloses that Senator Kefauver voted only 59 
percent of the time, whereas the average for all Senators 
was 84 percent. This was the second worst voting record 
in the 83rd Congress.”’ 

(The 1954 CQ Almanac, p. 84, shows two other 
Senators, James O, Eastland (D Miss.) and Ralph E, 
Flanders (R Vt.), with lower Voting Participation per- 
centages than Kefauver.) 

April 9 -- Stevenson’s headquarters said a proposed 
debate between him and Kefauver would ‘‘have to be 
worked out in May’’ when both were in Florida. 

April 10 -- Sen. John J. Sparkman (D Ala.), 1952 
Democratic Vice Presidential candidate, said he pre- 
ferred Stevenson for President. 


KEFAUVER 


March 29 -- The office of New Jersey Gov. Robert 
B. Meyner (D) announced Kefauver declined an invitation 
to lunch with the governor April 6. The announcement 
said Kefauver’s headquarters explained the Senator’s 
schedule was too crowded. 

April 2 -- Kefauver said the contention he ‘‘was not 
acceptable to the South is hogwash.’’ Inan Orlando, Fla., 
speech, he said the Supreme Court decision against 
segregation was the law of the land and must be accepted. 
He said the South was ‘‘just as liberal, just as dynamic, 
just as vibrantly alive as anyone, anywhere inthe nation.’’ 
At St. Augustine, Fla., he endorsed a Presidential meet- 
ing with southern governors and attorneys general todis- 
cuss the segregation problem. (Weekly Report, p. 406) 

April 4 -- Joseph N, Nellis, Washington lawyer, was 
named assistant to Kefauver campaign manager, F, 
Joseph (Jiggs) Donohue. 

April 5 -- Kefauver’s name was entered inthe May 15 
Nebraska Democratic Presidential preference primary. 

April 6 -- Kefauver, in Newark, N.J., said he was 
‘‘surprised and disappointed’’ at Stevenson’s criticism. 
He said it was a ‘‘misapprehension’’ to say he had 
‘*snubbed’’ a luncheon invitation with Meyner. Referring 
to Stevenson’s criticism of his voting record, Kefauver 
said ‘‘I think my voting record shows avery good attend- 
ance.’’ In a speech, he called for repeal of the ‘‘Taft- 
Hartley Act and abolition of the so-called right to work 
laws.”’ 

April 7 -- At Camden, N.J., Kefauver said Stevenson 
had ‘‘distorted’’his voting record. 

April 9 -- Kefauver, in the District of Columbia, said 
he was irying to preserve party unity. He offered to de- 
bate Stevenson April 14 in Miami or in Florida at any 
time during the week of May 21. In a Cumberland, Md., 
speech, Kefauver said President Eisenhower would have 
to ‘‘whistle-stop’’ in the fall because of the ‘‘discontent 
of the farmers.”’ 
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PLEA FOR UNITY 


Sen. Lyndon B, Johnson (D Texas) April 10 said if 
the majority of Democratic delegates from Texas to the 
party conventiondecides to place his name in nomination 
for President he would be ‘‘deeply honored.’’ Also, he 
continued, if the delegates want him to head the state 
delegation to the convention he would accept. 


In an address over Texas radio and television sta- 
tions, Johnson said he has ‘‘made it clear to the leaders 
of other states that I am seeking none of their delegates. 
I am a Texan seeking to serve the people of Texas. | 
will have no part of any move that can create tensions 
and turmoil in our party.” 


Originally the proposal was made by House Speaker 
Sam Rayburn (D Texas). Gov. Allan Shivers (D Texas) 
March 28 said such a proposal was ‘‘cynical and calcu- 
lated.’’ (Weekly Report, p. 318). 


Johnson March 28 said he was neither the ‘‘creature’’ 
of any ‘‘left-wing group’’ nor the “‘errand boy of reac- 
tionary big business or the Republican party.’’ On March 
29 Johnson said the issue in Texas was: whether Demo- 
crats will elect a state delegation that would support the 
Presidential nominee of their party or one that would 
‘*attempt to lead Democrats into the Republican party.”’ 


Sen. Richard L. Neuberger (D Ore.) March 27 said 
criticism of Johnson by Americans for Democratic Action 
was ‘‘unwarranted and does not square with the facts.’’ 
(Weekly Report, p. 384) 





State Roundup 


FLORIDA -- Peaslee Streets, candidate for the Dem- 


ocratic gubernatorial nomination, April 5 said he ‘‘en- * 


dorses the view that the Supreme Court decision against 
public school racial segregation should be supported as 
the law of the land.”’ 


ILLINOIS -- Republicans April 4 retained control of 
Cicero’s administration by a 2-1 margin. Henry J. 
Sandusky (R) won re-election as town president, polling 
18,041 votes to 9,576 for Democrat James J. Zourek. 
Six Republicans were elected to the other city posts. 


INDIANA -- John S. Gonas April 5 announced his 
candidacy for the Democratic gubernatorial nomination. 
He is Judge of Probate and Juvenile Court, said he sup- 
ports Sen. Estes Kefauver (D Tenn.) for the Democratic 
Presidential nomination. 


MARYLAND -- Gov. Theodore R. McKeldin(R) April 
6 said if Vice President Richard M, Nixon is not renom- 
inated, the nomination must come from the eastern part 
of the United States. Attorney General C, Ferdinand 
Sybert (D) April 6 said he would seek the Democratic 
gubernatorial nomination in 1958. 


OHIO -- Gov. Frank Lausche (D) April 6 said 
‘‘there isn’t a chance in the world’’ he would win the 
Democratic nomination for President. 
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Congressional Candidates 


Following is a list of candidates who have announced or 
filed for Senate and House seats; 1955 Eisenhower Support and 
Opposition, Party Unity scores follow current terms. Other 
announcements are in previous Weekly Reports. 


SENATE 


@ Seeking nomination: 
Rep. Clifton Young (R Nev.), Reno, 4th term in House, 
(49, 22; 61); April 2. 
Thomas J, Gavin (D Mo.), Kansas City councilman; April 5. 
Rep. Thomas J, Dodd (D Conn.), West Hartford, 2nd term 
in House (61, 32; 52); April 6. 


HOUSE 


® Seeking re-election: 


lowa, April | 

Rep. Fred Schwengel (R), 1st Dist., Davenport, lst term 
(68, 22; 58). 

Rep. Henry O. Talle (R), 2nd Dist., Decorah, 9th term 
(51, 32; 71). 

Rep. H.R. Gross (R), 3rd Dist., Waterloo, 4th term (41, 
56; 74). 

Rep. Karl L. LeCompte (R), 4th Dist., Corydon, 9th term 
(76, 24; 68). 

Rep. Paul Cunningham (R), Sth Dist., Des Moines, 8th 
term (78, 22; 71). 

Rep. James I. Dolliver (R), 6th Dist., Fort Dodge, 6th 
term (66, 27; 55). 

Rep. Ben F, Jensen (R), 7th Dist., Exira, 9th term (44, 
49; 77). 

Rep. Charles B. Hoeven (R), 8th Dist., Alton, 7th term 
(51, 34; 65). 


® Seeking nomination: 
lowa, April 1 


Donald O, Bramhall (D), lst Dist., Keokuk. 
Daniel D, Donald (D), lst Dist., Stockport. 
Henry J. McCullough (D), Ist Dist., Davenport. 
Dale J. Milnes (D), Ist Dist., Davenport. 
Haridas T, Muzumdar (R), 2nd Dist., Mount Vernon. 
Gene A, Ford (D), 2nd Dist., Cedar Rapids. 
Leonard G. Wolf (D), 2nd Dist., Elkader. 
Ernest J, Seeman (R), 3rd Dist., Waterloo. 
Mike Micich (D), 3rd Dist., Charles City. 

Dan J.P, Ryan (D), 3rd Dist., Parkersburg. 
Steven D, Cramer (D), 4th Dist., Leon. 

Dale Kramer (D), 4th Dist., Sigourney. 

John Lindskoog (D), 4th Dist., Udell. 

William F, Denman (D), 5th Dist., Des Moines. 
William Jones (D), 5th Dist., Maxwell. 

James A. McLoughlin (D), 5th Dist., Des Moines. 
Neal Smith (D), 5th Dist., Altoona. 

Merwin Coad (D), 6th Dist., Boone. 

Elmer G, Carlson (D), 7th Dist., Audubon. 
Ellsworth O, Hays (D), 7th Dist., Hamlin. 

John L, Jensen (D), 7th Dist., Kimballton. 
Robert J, Salem (D), 8th Dist., Sioux City. 


Gerald C, Carmony (D Ind.), 10th Dist., Shelby farmer; 
April 5. 
Virginia, April 7 


Morten S, Beyer (D), 10th Dist., Herndon. 
Julius Brenner (D), 10th Dist., Arlington. 
Warren D. Quenstedt (D),i0th Dist., Alexandria. 
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Capitol Quotes 





—i 


FARM BILL -- ‘‘I assure you the anxiety of the Con- 
gress about the farm problem is sincere and there has 
been an undercurrent of grim seriousness throughout the 
long debate.... There have been sidelights. Long night 
sessions are rough, especially on the oldsters.... One 
Senator, napping in his seat, woke suddenly and shouted 
‘No’ - apparently dreaming of a rollcall.... Two western- 
ers were bickering about reclamation. One of them 
asserted his state is so dry that he has a frog 13 years 
old that hasn’t learned to swim.’’ -- Sen. Norris Cotton 
(R N.H.) March 22 newsletter. 


PEACE DEPARTMENT -- ‘‘Late last month, hearings 
were held on my bill to establish a Department of Peace 
A good many organizations and individuals filed 
statements in behalf of the bill...and my mail since then 
has indicated a widespread public interest in this meas- 
ure.... My bill envisions the creationofa National Peace 
College, comparable in stature to the National War 
College, but systematically dedicated to generating and 
promulgating a dynamic program to build peace.... I do 
not imagine we shall attain peace merely by creating a 
new department in the government. But Ido believe that 
if we applied the same concentrated study to building 
peace that we are now applying...to guided missiles and 
nuclear weapons, we could achieve a breakthrough that 
would set us free from the threat of annihilation that 
hangs over us.’’ -- Rep. Harold C, Ostertag (R N.Y.) 
April 5 release. 


UN BILLIONS -- ‘‘A stack of $1,000 bills one-fifth of 
a mile high becomes a billion dollars. That is what the 
United States has spent for the United Nations.... I have 
known that we were paying the lion’s share of UN 
expenses, but not until I studied the figures recently did I 
realize the extent of our generosity.... We pay more than 
one-third of the budget for maintaining the UN head- 
quarters. In certain phases of UN activities, we pay more 
than 50 percent of specific costs. On the other hand, the 
Russians, who participate ona scale similartothis nation, 
contribute an unequally low share.... It would seem we 
are a ‘soft touch’....”’ -- Rep. John E, Henderson (R Ohio) 
March 29 newsletter. 


STALIN -- ‘‘The halls of Congress have been filled 
with discussions of the Russians’ recent efforts to ‘debunk’ 
Stalin. It is one of the most mystifying and amazing 
developments, even in a nation from which we have come 
to expect shifting tactics and changing objectives.... We 
cannot now evaluate the change well enough to justify 
making a radical shift in our own policies. It does, per- 
haps, again demonstrate that Russia is now ruled by a 
group, not by a single dictator. This is a hopeful sign. 
Groups impede impulsive action. Soviet policies are 
likely to be less dangerous when they are established by 
many rather than by one...?’ -- Rep. William G. Bray 
(R Ind.) March 29 release. 
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PRINTING COSTS -- ‘‘The printing bill of the United 
States has been running near $250 million annually. There 
are 18 million different government forms in use. It has 
been found that literally thousands have become obsolete, 
and some were out of date immediately after they were 
printed.... A form fora veteran may want to know whether 
his wife is lefthanded or right, and then it is decided the 
information is not sufficient and another form is produced 

. Inaddition...there are thousands of publications stored 
in numerous places, which are as useless as anything 
could be.... Some of them are stacked so high that no 
one knows what is behind them, but yet the government 
continues to publish more and add to the volume of useless 
material.... The government has the largest printing 
establishment in the world...but there is no need for it 
to spend $250 million a year for the purpose.’’ -- Rep. 
Omar Burleson (D Texas) April 5 release. 


FOREIGN AID -- “‘I am quite concerned over the 
President’s desire to make commitments for the use of 
foreign aid for 10 years in advance.... To grant such 
authority could take away from Congress its rightful 
control over the disposition of the public’s money. Since 
Congress is in session the greater part of every year, 
there seems to be no reason why any future foreign aid 
requirement cannot be quickly brought before the Senate 
and House for consideration.’’ -- Sen. J. Allen Frear Jr. 
(D Del.) April 3 release. 


“T have the greatest respect for President Eisen- 
hower.... However, I believe, inthe matter of foreign aid, 
he is letting his altruism overshadow his good judgment 

I believe that the American people are getting a 
little bit tired of ‘making these sacrifices.’ This has 
become especially apparent to us during the past few 
weeks as we have been preparing our income tax state- 
ments when we realize that the first $70 of the tax bill 
each of us pay is being ‘shipped overseas’.’’ -- Rep. 
James B, Utt (R Calif.) April 5 newsletter. 


“‘T am shocked and surprised at the President’s 
request.... (It) comes with ill grace, particularly at this 
time.... (He) has come forward with a request for the 
Congress to appropriate for expenditure during the next 
fiscal year alone a sum of money equal to over eight 
times the cost of the price support program for the basic 
commodities during the past 23 years!’’ -- Sen. Allen J. 
Ellender Sr. (D La.) March 24 release. 


“I will support the President’s request.... It would 
be most unrealistic to appropriate billions for defensive 
instruments of war and not appropriate the lesser sum to 
continue the offensive in the area of economic assistance 

If we base our plans on a program which runs from 
one year to the next with no assurance of continuity, our 
hand is weakened. The people who need help will have 
no assurance that what we are trying to do in 1956 will 
even be continued in 1957.’’ -- Sen. Edward J, Thye 
(R Minn.) March 27 address. 
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Congressional Quiz 





How much do you know about the Presidency? 


The following questions will test your knowledge of 
United States Presidents. Top score would be 13, but 
you get an expert’s rating with 8 correct answers. 


1. 


Q--Twelve Presidents have held the rank of Army 
general, but only two were graduates of the United 
States Military Academy 

at West Point. Whowere 

they? 


A--Ulysses S. Grant and 

Dwight D, Eisenhower, 

both Republicans. Other 

generals were George 

Washington, Andrew 

Jackson, William Henry 

Harrison, Zachary 

Tayior, Franklin Pierce, 

Andrew Johnson, Rutherford B, Hayes, James A, 
Garfield, Chester A, Arthur and Benjamin Harri- 
son. 


. Q--Six Vice Presidents of the United States have 


also been elected President. Can you name them? 


A--John Adams, Thomas Jefferson, Martin Van 
Buren, Theodore Roosevelt, Calvin Coolidge and 
Harry S, Truman. 


. Q--In what city was the first national convention 


held to nominate Presidential and Vice Presi- 
dential candidates? 


5. 


A--Baltimore, Md., on Sept. 26, 1831, by the 
Anti-Mason Party. The National Republicans met 
in December, 1831, the Democrats in May, 1832, 
both in Baltimore. Since 1832 all nominations for 
President and Vice President have been made by 
convention. (An earlier nominating convention 
held by the Federalists in New York in 1812 was 
secret, more regional than national.) 


. Q--Only one President of the United States has 


been elected and served a term, failed in a try 
for re-election and then been elected for a second 
term. Who was he? 


A--Grover Cleveland was elected President in 
1884 and 1892. He received a plurality of the 
popular vote in 1888, but Benjamin Harrison 
received a majority of the electoral vote. Cleve- 
land’s is the only name that appears twice on the 
roster of our Presidents, as 22nd and 24th. All 
other Presidents who served more than oneterm 
served consecutively. 


Q--Since 1832 when nominating conventions be- 
came the form, three men in U.S, history have 
been nominated as Presidential candidates by a 
major party more than twice. Namethem. 


A--Grover Cleveland, William Jennings Bryan 
and Franklin Delano Roosevelt, all Democrats. 
Only Bryan was not elected. 





at Washington, District of Columbia. 
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CONGRESSIONAL QUARTERLY 


The Week In Congress 





’ Congress approved and sent to the President a compromise 
I arm Veto? omnibus farm bill providing for 90 percent price supports, a 
significant legislative loss for the Administration. Final approval in the House and 
Senate saw farm area Republicans bolting their party to support the compromise. The 
measure retained the Administration-backed soil bank proposal, but this blow- 
softener failed to keep GOP leaders, principally Sen.George D, Aiken (R Vt.), from 


predicting the President would veto the bill. Democrats said the President would ‘uae 


sign the most politically significant bill of 1956. (Page 429) 


GOP Complications 


Republican efforts to pin the ‘‘do-nothing’’ label on 
the Democratic-controlled 84th Congress is shrewd 
politics in the GOP’s uphill battle to gain control of 
the House in the November elections. But the 
Republican problem can be complicated by losses 
among the 203 districts they now hold. If such 
losses occur they appear most likely among 63 
districts won by Republicans in 1954 with 55 percent 
or less of the vote. The districts are scattered 
through 29 states, but 25 are concentrated in five 
states: New York, California, Indiana, Pennsylvania 
and Connecticut. Democrats who see a parallel 
between 1956 and 1948 contend there were similari- 
ties in farmer discontent and GOP overconfidence. 
(Page 413) 


To the Polls 


Registration and get-out-the-vote drives being 
launched across the country are aimed at providing 
a 64-million-vote answer to the big question of 1956. 
Political parties and citizens’ groups will use every 
technique of persuasion,from doorbell ringing to 
commercials sung by some of Tin Pan Alley’s best, 
for one purpose: to lure,entice, embarrass or shame 
every eligible citizeninto the polling place on Nov. 6. 
Spearheading the nonpartisan. drive is the American 
Heritage Foundation, which led a similar campaign 
in 1952. With its partner, the Advertising Council, 
the Foundation has enlisted more than 100 grass 
roots organizations in the campaign. (Page 416) 





Roll-Call Votes 


Senate: Farm bill passage, p. 434. 


House: Farm bill passage, military construc- 
tion, p. 432. 














Dollars, Dollars, Dollars 


Republican and Democratic fund raisers have 
started the quadrennial drive to beef up their money 
chests for the Presidential quest. Right now neither 
side appears worried about unpeeling enough bank- 
rolls to finance the campaign. Republicans have 
an acknowledged head start, with $3 million in the 
kitty from the Jan. 20 coast-to-coast ‘‘Salute wo 
Eisenhower’’ dinners. But the Democrats contend 
that their old standby, the $100-a-plate dinner, plus 
some gimmicks they’re concocting will close the 








gap -- once they nominate a candidate. (Page 422) 





Civil Rights 


Attorney General Herbert Brownell Jr. sent Congress 
a proposed civil rights program. Included were 
proposals to create a six-member bipartisan com- 
mission to investigate individual civil rights griev- 
ances and establishment of a civil rights division in 
the Department of Justice. Congressional reaction 
ran the spectrum from Rep. Kenneth B, Keating (R 
N.Y.) who said it was ‘‘excellent’’ toSen. Richard B, 
Russell (D Ga.) who labelled it ‘‘cheap politics.’’ 
House Judiciary Committee Chairman Emanuel 
Celler (D N.Y.), after a hearing with Brownell, said 
the program didn’t ‘‘go far enough.’’ (Page 426) 


Slapped Wrists 


The Senate Select Committee that probed the $2,500 
campaign contribution offer to Sen. Francis P. Case 
(R S.D.) filed its final report. The report said 
‘‘there was neither a bribe nor an attempt to bribe’’ 
but that ‘‘this is a case ofirresponsibility run riot.’’ 
The report ‘‘severely censured for their failure to 
act as responsible citizens’’ Elmer Patman and John 
M. Neff, attorneys for Superior Oil Co. of California, 
principal figures in the case. (Page 427‘ 
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